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In the rush to end gun violence, both 
the pro-gun and anti-gun crowds are 
recommending solutions to violence that 
amount to unconstitutional people control. 
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GUNS 


United Nations Arms Trade Treaty: 

Your Guns, Their Target 

by Joe Wolverton II, J.D. — The UN Arms Trade Treaty backed 
by the Obama administration grants to the UN the powers to both 
control and eliminate the possession of guns in the United States. 


POLITICS 

The Republican Civil War 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — The war within the Republican Party 
between the old-guard establishment neoconservatives and the 
upstart constitutionalist/libertarian-leaning rebels is raging. 


ABORTION 


Obama’s War on the Pro-life Movement 

by Michael Tennant — President Obama’s controversial 
contraception mandate, requiring all employers — even religious 
ones — to provide contraception to employees, isn’t his only attack 
on pro-lifers. 


“HYPOCRITES 
BOOK REVIEW + + a * * 
Highlighting Hypocrisy and Lambasting IIlogic 7 A [ F- 
by Jack Kenny — Using letters to the editor to various newspapers, 
this economics professor — in the Austrian School of economics ~y Do é, W T S 
— slices and dices claims made in those news organs. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Jackie Robinson: Rebel With a Cause 

by Jack Kenny — Absent any involvement of the federal or local 
government, racial discrimination in Major League Baseball was 
eliminated — spurred on by economics and Christianity. 
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Godless Law 


Regarding the article reviewing John 
Eidsmoe’s trilogy on the foundations of law 
(“Origins of Law,” April 1 issue). I have read 
previous books and viewed videotapes by 
Eidsmoe, and he is without a doubt, a great 
Christian writer. I would suggest a follow-up 
to address the nation’s current problems. 

The real history of the nation began with 
the Mayflower Compact, which referred to 
God several times. Nearly all founding doc- 
uments, the public schools, the Declaration 
of Independence, the Constitution, and early 
court rulings all recognized we were a Chris- 
tian nation. Then, by a bloodless coup, the 
Supreme Court threw God out and became 
the new god of the nation. 

The Supreme Court actually believes it 
is supreme. It denies being limited by the 
Constitution or by God. It reworded and 
re-interpreted the First Amendment clause 
“Congress shall make no law respecting 
an establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof’ and changed it to 
an impregnable wall of separation between 
“church and state,” thus banning all Chris- 
tian influence in the public sphere 

As the new god, the court refused to ac- 
knowledge that it was limited by the Constitu- 
tion. It claimed the Constitution said what the 
justices said it said. By reinterpreting words 
and using emanations and permutations, along 
with outright lies, the court freed itself from 
any limitations. The court lied in the Roe v. 
Wade case, claiming no one could know when 
anew life was formed. Biology books, at least 
as early as 1930, clearly describe in detail that 
a new life is formed at conception. The jus- 
tices are not stupid. They just had an agenda, 
and since they were supreme, they couldn’t 
be questioned. (This ruling alone has resulted 
in over 55 million babies killed in the womb, 
and still counting — more killed than by any 
other evil dictator in all of history.) 

The Supreme Court enlarged its authority 
to include writing new laws. It wrote a Mi- 
randa law that is based on the false logic that 
two wrongs make a right. Numerous guilty 
criminals were set free because of a techni- 
cality. It established legalism over justice, so 
a known, convicted murderer could spend up 
to 10 years in the court system before being 
executed. It encouraged hate-crime laws that 
were designed to give special considerations 
to homosexuals. It has destroyed the right to 
a fair jury trial by giving the judge the au- 
thority to deny evidence he doesn’t want the 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


jury to hear. The constitutional right for a de- 
fendant to present evidence in his defense is 
held hostage by the judge. It has established 
atheist evolution in our public schools as the 
norm, and all evidence supporting creation 
is denied because it is based on the religion 
that it has banned. 

Our once-great nation under God is now 
being held hostage by an anti-Christian court 
system that will probably determine, by the 
vote of one man or woman, whether mar- 
riage, the basic family unit since the world 
began, is to be trashed. 

WILLIAM E. NOWERS 
Fort Myers, Florida 


Era of the Gun 


I thought Selwyn Duke’s article “Mayberry 
to Mayhem” (March 18 issue) — about how 
our country morphed in recent times — ac- 
curately contrasts the difference between 
then and now. 

While sorting through my parents’ es- 
tate, I found a copy of an early-1960s toy 
catalog. Mom and Dad probably had it for 
Christmas ideas, such as gun & holster 
sets; Annie Oakley & Wyatt Earp outfits; a 
battery-operated, tripod-mounted, realistic- 
sounding, machine gun; armored tanks; su- 
personic bomber; ICBM missiles; combat 
armies; cowboy & Indian sets; and Steve 
Canyon glider launcher. (Do you remember 
Steve Canyon — action man?) 

I also found a photo of me at about 15 
months old hanging over the crib (jail) rail 
(bars), one hand pushing up my cowboy hat, 
a little drool (chew) running down my chin, 
and in the other hand, my trusty nickel-plat- 
ed six shooter. 

Despite the culture depicted by toys, vio- 
lence among boys in my neighborhood was 
limited to shooting innocent birds with our 
Daisy BB guns. 

So it should be obvious there are many 
other factors than the availability of weap- 
ons (toys or real) to explain the differences 
between the eras of Leave it to Beaver and 
Beavis & Butthead. 

JIM BOHN 
Spokane, Washington 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


U.S. Funding Unsustainable Projects — and Its Own Enemies 


When it is not simply being wasted, U.S. aid to Afghanistan is 
being spent on projects that the Afghan government does not have 
the capacity to sustain, and “millions” of taxpayer dollars could 
end up in the hands of the enemy, according to Special Inspector 
General for Afghanistan Reconstruction (SIGAR) John Sopko. 

“SIGAR’s audits and inspections have repeatedly found that 
inadequate planning and lack of coordination have led to waste, 
increased costs, delays, and unsustainable projects, as well as 
facilities that are not being used for their intended purposes,” 
Sopko told the House Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform April 10. 

Perhaps the biggest impediment to successful projects, how- 
ever, is “corruption,” which Sopko told the committee “threatens 
the entire reconstruction effort in Afghanistan.” 

The Afghan government is part of the problem. “Although the 
Afghan government has said it is committed to tackling endemic 
corruption, Afghan officials remain reluctant to take serious ac- 
tion to prosecute corrupt officials, especially if they are high- 
ranking or well-connected,” Sopko said. 

Kabul isn’t the only one to blame for the ongoing corruption. 
Washington, too, has been rather lax in ensuring that aid is spent 


properly. 


GOP Blasts Ohama-backed 
National Education Standards 


The campaign to stop an Obama administration-backed set of na- 
tional education standards known as “Common Core” from being 
forced on state governments and local schools got a major boost on 
April 12. Meeting in Los Angeles, the Republican National Com- 
mittee (RNC) unanimously adopted a resolution criticizing the 
“one size fits all” educational scheme as “an inappropriate over- 
reach to standardize and control the education of our children so 
they will conform to a preconceived ‘normal.’” 

Instead of the “Common Core State Standards” being pushed by 
the Obama administration using taxpayer-funded bribes, the RNC, 
echoing the 2012 Republican Party Platform, said it believed in 
providing “broad education choices” to parents and children at the 
state and local level. A free market-based approach to education is 
best, the resolution continued, adding that it would help students 
to achieve individual excellence. 

Federal law prohibits federalizing school curricula. Despite that 
prohibition, the Obama administration accepted Common Core 
and even used “stimulus” money to reward the state governments 
that were most committed to advancing the president’s education 
agenda, Republican leaders said. According to the resolution and 
numerous experts, the executive branch also failed to give states, 
legislatures, and citizens enough time to review the national stan- 
dards before having to commit to them. 

The RNC resolution comes amid grassroots pressure at all levels 
to stop the controversial scheme, Education Research Fellow Joy 
Pullmann, with the non-partisan Heartland Institute, told The New 


According to a SIGAR report released the same day as Sopko’s 
appearance before the Oversight Committee, although the De- 
fense Department is permitted to void contracts with individuals 
and entities later found to be opposing U.S. efforts in Afghani- 
stan, “several weaknesses” in the process “prevent the department 
from having reasonable assurance that U.S. government contract- 
ing funds are not being provided to persons and entities support- 
ing the insurgency and opposing U.S. and coalition forces.” 

“Tt’s probably easier to use a drone strike than to stop some- 
body [suspect] from contracting with the U.S. government,” 
Sopko added. “It’s very concerning.” Additionally, U.S. aid is 
currently being shifted from contracting and other indirect as- 
sistance to direct aid to the Afghan government. 

A better — and certainly more constitutional — solution 
would be to simply stop pouring Americans’ tax dollars down 
the Afghanistan drain. Those dollars that aren’t being wasted are 
going into the pockets of those who would do harm to Americans 
stationed in Afghanistan and possibly even to those of us back 
home. It is long past time to bring the troops and the aid home 
and let the Afghans stand on their own two feet. 


American in a phone interview. “The national one is kind of build- 
ing on this grassroots pressure going up to the top,” she said about 
the RNC resolution, adding that all across the country, activists 
— both within and outside the GOP — are rallying to defeat the 
national education standards. 

Even the establishment media has finally been forced to report 
on Common Core and the controversies surrounding it. On April 6, 
for example, the Washington Post published a government-school 
teacher’s resignation letter lambasting Common Core. In his now- 
public resignation letter to school officials, social studies teacher 
Gerald Conti of New York criticizes the whole new approach to 
education, which he said could no longer be tolerated. 

Critics say it is essential that Common Core be stopped at the 
state level, even if it means turning down taxpayer dollars being 
unconstitutionally doled out by the federal government. Opposition 
to the national agenda has been growing fast, too, with homeschool- 
ers, conservatives, many teachers, libertarians, Tea Party groups, 
lawmakers, and more all rallying to stop the plan before it takes root. 
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130,000 Forced Abortions in China, Chen Guangcheng Tells Congress 


Chinese pro-life activist Chen Guangcheng testified before Con- 
gress on April 9, providing a subcommittee of the House Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs with a list of “corrupt officials” in Com- 
munist China he said were responsible for no less than 130,000 
forced abortions. Chen also said that Chinese officials have gone 
back on their promise not to harm his family that remains in 
China since Chen, his wife, and their children were allowed to 
leave the country and relocate in the United States. 

Robert Fu of the American organization China Aid, which has 
partnered with Chen in his campaign to expose China’s forced 
abortion holocaust, told CNSNews.com in an April 10 e-mail that 
“the number 130,000 was what Mr. Chen said in Chinese about the 
cases of forced abortion and forced sterilization he documented in 
2005, which occurred within less than a year. He also mentioned a 
number 600,000, but the interpreter forgot to translate, which Mr. 
Chen said, is the number of family members [who] were perse- 
cuted one way or another in relation to the 130,000 cases.” 

The Washington Post reported April 9 that Chen is asking 
Congress to pressure the Obama administration to release U.S. 
diplomatic records of what he said were high-level agreements 


between the State Department and Chinese officials, to dem- 
onstrate that China is breaking its promise not to harm Chen’s 
family. 

While Chen’s report dates from around 2005, Reggie Little- 
john, president of Women’s Rights Without Frontiers, said there 
is abundant evidence that China’s forced abortion policy remains 
in place. A photo of a “full term baby floating in the bucket in 
which it was drowned circulated widely on Weibo, the Chinese 
equivalent of Twitter, eliciting widespread outrage,” Littlejohn 
told LifeNews.com in May 2012. She added that “in April 2011, 
Family Planning officials stabbed a man to death when attempt- 
ing to seize his sister for a forced sterilization.’ And, Littlejohn 
recalled, “in October 2011, a woman, six months pregnant, died 
during a forced abortion in Lijing County.” 

Chen said that forced abortions and the treatment perpetrated 
on Chinese women and their families are part of the de facto 
official policy of China’s Communist Party. “Forced abortion is 
definitely a human rights issue,’ Chen said. “No mother wants to 
kill her own children. It’s definitely dictated by the Central Com- 
munist Party. The Communist Party is above the law.” 


Global Warming, Acid Oceans, and GIANT Crabs — Oh My! 


The latest global-warming apocalypse about to befall us is (drum 
roll): giant blue crabs. Yes, according to the Washington Post, “It 
is the dawn of the super crab.” 

The April 7 Post story by Darryl Fears headlines the paper’s 
“Health & Science” section. It warns: 


Over the next 75 to 100 years, ocean acidification could 
supersize blue crabs, which may then eat more oysters and 
other organisms and possibly throw the food chain of the 
nation’s largest estuary out of whack. 


Throw the food chain out of whack? Yes; according to Fears, 
increased levels of man-made carbon dioxide (CO,) — a natu- 
rally occurring beneficial gas that is an essential fertilizer for 
our planet’s plant life, but which is increasingly referred to by 
enviro-activists and their media allies as “carbon pollution” — 
are responsible for yet another “The End of the World as We 
Know It” (TEOTWAWKI) doomsday scenario. 

However, before succumbing to Fears’ fears, readers would do 
well to take a look at an analysis of the Post story by the always- 
enlightening Anthony Watts, the meteorologist whose WattsUp- 
WithThat.com website has scored numerous takedown victories 
against scientific frauds in high places — especially as it relates 
to global warming, aka “climate change.” 

In his April 8 posting, “‘Carbon’ to blame for giant crabs,” 
Watts pointed out the internal inconsistencies in Fears’ story 
and the wild speculation that the Post writer transforms into 
“science” and “research” to justify the fearful TEOTWAWKI 
conclusion. 

Among other things, Watts notes that this is recycled news, 


based on a 2009 study. When the global-warming alarmists run 
out of new ideas, it seems, they simply pull an old story out of 
the file and send it through again. 

But Watts also notes what many casual readers may have 
missed: The dreaded CO, conditions Fears fears were created in 
aquariums, not the oceans. And the original 2009 research paper 
Fears cites says nothing about giant, super crabs. 

We may now add giant crabs and disappearing oysters to the 
burgeoning list of hundreds of disasters, plagues, social patholo- 
gies, and existential calamities supposedly caused by anthro- 
pogenic (human-caused) global warming, or AGW. There is no 
problem, crisis, tragedy, or mishap, it seems, that is not somehow 
caused by AGW. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


“House of Horrors” Abortion Assistant Recalls Executions of Babies 


s the murder trial of abortionist Kermit Gosnell contin- 
A ues, testimony about the goings-on inside his Philadel- 

phia abortion clinic, known as the “house of horrors,” 
has gotten increasingly graphic. While Gosnell is charged with 
killing seven babies who were born alive at the facility, as well 
as a 41-year-old woman who had gone there for an abortion, an 
assistant testified that while working at the clinic he witnessed 
the murders of scores more babies born alive. 

Stephen Massof, 50, who went to work for Gosnell in 2003 
after attending medical school in Grenada, has pled guilty to 
third-degree murder in the deaths of two infants at the clinic. But 
he estimates that in his five years working there he witnessed the 
births of some 100 babies, whose spinal cords were then snipped 
with a surgical scissors — “literally a beheading,” he said. It was, 
he added, nothing less than “separating the brain from the body.” 

In his testimony Massof said that when women were admin- 
istered medication to speed up their deliveries, “it would rain 
fetuses — fetuses and blood all over the place.” The assistant 
testified, “I felt like a fireman in hell. I couldn’t put out all the 
fires.... I would run around with scissors.” 

Ironically, Massof said he thought that Gosnell was genuinely 
trying to be of service to vulnerable women who he thought would 
be helped by abortions. “I believe that Dr. Gosnell was honestly 
trying to help women and protect them from abuse and neglect,” 
Massof, a prosecution witness, said during cross-examination. 

Massof said that he was paid around $200 to $300 per week for 
his work, and that Gosnell had convinced him that he was having 
a hard time trying to make ends meet running the clinic. “He al- 
ways led me to believe he was a poor, struggling urban physician 
and surgeon,” Massof said. “I thought he was hurting financially.” 

But prosecutors charge that Gosnell took in more than $1 mil- 
lion a year at the clinic known as the Women’s Medical Society, 
with women being charged up to $3,000 for an abortion. They 
noted that federal agents searching Gosnell’s home discovered 
about $250,000 in cash under a mattress. 
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Massof said that conditions at the 
abortion clinic deteriorated during his 
time there. The grand jury that indict- 
ed Gosnell reported that when federal 
agents raided Gosnell’s clinic in Febru- 
ary 2010, they discovered such horrific 
conditions that they immediately closed 
down the facility and suspended the 
doctor’s license. Among the horrors the 
agents discovered were the remains of 
nearly 50 infants dumped in milk jugs, 
juice cartons, and pet food containers — 
all stored in a refrigerator at the clinic. 
Agents said the conditions were “by far, 
the worst” they had ever seen, with blood 
on the clinic floors, “filthy and unsani- 
tary” surgical rooms, broken and filthy 
medical equipment, and an overpowering 
“stench of urine” and cat excrement. 

In its 260-page report, the grand jury speculated that Gosnell 
and his staff had killed hundreds of babies outside the womb 
after they were delivered at the clinic, with Gosnell or one of 
his employees performing the procedure described by Massof — 
plunging a surgical scissors into the back of a baby’s neck and 
severing the spinal cord. 

Massof’s is not the only heart-rending testimony offered 
against Gosnell. Delaware Online reported on April 8 that Sherry 
West, another Gosnell assistant who faces up to 100 years in 
prison after pleading guilty to third-degree murder in the deaths 
of children born alive at the clinic, recalled hearing a newborn 
baby scream before it was killed. “I can’t describe it,’ West said 
of the cry the baby made. “It sounded like a little alien.” 

While the horrific revelations of gruesome mass murder for 
profit ought to have brought droves of journalists out of the wood- 
work to cover the sensational trial, the Media Research Center 
(MRC) noted April 4 that the mass media have been strangely ret- 
icent to fully cover the many troubling angles of the story. “Since 
the Gosnell trial began three weeks ago, ABC, CBS, and NBC 
have given the story ZERO seconds of coverage on either their 
morning or evening news shows,” reported the MRC’s News- 
Busters.org. “They have not covered Gosnell once since his arrest 
in January 2011, and even then, only CBS did so.” 

NewsBusters noted that a group of influential conservative 
leaders has taken the networks to task for their absence in cov- 
ering the issue. “The Kermit Gosnell case,’ they said, “could 
have been plucked from the fever dream of Hollywood’s most 
depraved slasher film writer, and yet ABC, CBS, and NBC have 
completely censored it out of the news.... [The] horrific excesses 
of the abortion industry ... are major, national news stories any 
way you look at them. But the pro-abortion liberal media are 
determined to hide them from the public... If the pro-life move- 
ment were involved in this type of insanity, there would be wall- 
to-wall coverage from every major news outlet. This cover-up is 
a national disgrace.” Hi 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MAY 6, 2013 


Associated Press Bans the Term “Illegal Immigrant” 

“The world’s largest news gathering outlet will no longer use the term “il- 
legal immigrant.’ They will now use the phrase ‘undocumented Democrat.” 
Late night TV comic Jay Leno used humor to point out the Democrat- 
favoring mandate given to all Associated Press contributors. 


Obama, Hagel, and Kerry Choose to Accept a Cut in Pay 

“Tt’s all symbolism, but symbolism is often important.” 

According to Thomas Mann of the Brookings Institution, the amounts 
these high-placed wealthy government officials are willing to forgo will 
do next to nothing to alleviate the federal deficit. 


United States Inches Closer to Jay Leno 

International Criminal Court Membership 

“The offer of rewards for ICC fugitives will be the biggest step we’ve taken toward engagement and 
support for the court.” 

—EEeeEeeEVEVEe As part of a “Rewards for Justice” program, the U.S. State Department 

\ has set aside $5 million for information leading to the arrest of fugitives 

sought for atrocities. The U.S. ambassador for criminal justice, Stephen 

J. Rapp, likes both the program and the court. 


Gorbachev Lambastes Putin’s Political Party 

“All power is in the hands of the executive. The Parliament only seals its 
decisions. Judicial power is not independent. The economy is monopo- 
lized, hooked to the oil and gas needle. Entrepreneurs’ initiative is curbed. 
Small and medium businesses face huge barriers.” 

At age 82 and in frail health, former Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev 
Mikhail called for big changes in the political system of his country in a speech 
he delivered at the Novosti News Agency in Moscow. 
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He Gave Senator Graham a Message for the Entire Senate 

“Make ’em understand the word ‘illegal.’ If you’re not here legally, [you should] be punished or thrown 
out of this country.” 

Accosting Senator Lindsey Graham in a South Carolina restaurant, retired Marine Corps veteran Ste- 
phen Lewis spoke for many with his blunt but forceful message. 


Push for Hillary Clinton in 2016 Well Under Way 

“Hillary’s age won’t stop her. The Clinton scandals are in the rear view mirror at the moment. The 
sluggish economy casts a halcyon glow on the Clinton era. Hillary is a symbol and a survivor, running 
on sainthood.” 

New York Times columnist Maureen Dowd is leading the cheers as she promotes Hillary Clinton for 
president in 2016. 


Even a Famed Columnist Makes 

Sense as He Surveys the U.S. Education System 

“The three R’s — formerly reading, ’riting and ’rithmetic — now are 
racism, reproduction and recycling.” 

Columnist George Will is appalled by what he sees as the forced prod- 
uct of America’s education system. 


Pro-gun Ownership Group Wants No Background Checks 
“We have opposed them [background checks] from the beginning be- 
cause there will be mission creep.” 
Executive Director Larry Pratt of Gun Owners of America sees the 
National Rifle Association as a soft responder to those in Congress and 
elsewhere who seek to restrict private ownership of weapons. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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Arms Trade Treaty: 
Your Guns, Their Target 
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The UN Arms Trade Treaty backed by the Obama administration grants to the UN the 
powers to both control and eliminate the possession of guns in the United States. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


aul Clarke looked outside and no- 
ticed a black trash bag in his back- 
yard. He knew he didn’t leave the 
bag out there, so he went outside to inves- 
tigate. When Clarke picked up the plastic 
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bag he found a 20-gauge double-barreled 
shotgun tucked inside. 

Not knowing where the gun came from, 
Clarke, a former soldier, dutifully took the 
found firearm to the local police station 
four days later to turn it in to the authorities. 

Believing he was complying with his 


legal obligations, imagine Clarke’s sur- 
prise when officers at the police station 
arrested, charged, booked, and jailed him 
for unlawful possession of a weapon. 

At his trial, Judge Christopher Critchlow 
informed Clarke that while his was admit- 
tedly a “highly unusual” case, the fact that 
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Clarke didn’t intend to possess the gun 
was irrelevant, and he sentenced Clarke to 
a one-year suspended sentence. 

Critchlow explained that while the 
situation was “unique,” Clarke had to be 
punished because shotguns are used by 
“serious violent criminals to commit very 
serious crimes;” adding that “it must be 
appreciated that it is vital that these weap- 
ons are taken out of circulation immedi- 
ately [when] they are found. Otherwise, 
there is a risk a serious offense might be 
committed using such a weapon.” 

These strange events happened in 2009 
in the United Kingdom, but since the ap- 
proval of the United Nations Arms Trade 
Treaty (ATT) on April 2, similar scenes 
could be witnessed in cities and towns 
across the United States. 

By a vote of 154-3 (with 23 absten- 
tions), the UN General Assembly adopted 
the treaty, overcoming several unsuccess- 
ful attempts (including in March 2013) to 
adopt the global gun control agreement by 
consensus. 

The United States cast its vote for the 
treaty. But the U.S. decision to sign on was 
made before the General Assembly ever 
convened to consider it. 

While on assignment for THE NEw 
AMERICAN to cover the treaty deliberations 
at UN headquarters from March 18-28, 
this reporter was informed by members of 
the U.S. delegation that the United States 
was prepared to vote in favor of adopting 
the international gun control regulations 
by consensus. But that opportunity was 
denied when Iran, Syria, and North Korea 
joined in opposing passage of the treaty at 
the conference. 

In fact, the failure of the conference to 
adopt the treaty and its subsequent transfer 
to the General Assembly serves the dual 
purpose of getting the treaty approved and 
portraying the General Assembly as the de 
facto (and perhaps soon-to-be de jure) leg- 
islative body for the world. 

Participating in that act alone (voting 
for passage of the treaty at the General 
Assembly) is a constitutional violation on 
the part of the Obama administration, as 
Article I of the Constitution grants Con- 
gress “all legislative power.” No branch 
of the federal government has the right to 
cede that authority to any other body — 
especially one composed of international 
bureaucrats of whom none is elected by or 
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accountable to the people of 
the United States. 

Regardless, the Obama 
administration praised the 
passage of the Arms Trade 
Treaty and is determined to 
see it enforced in the United 
States. 

The United Nations ap- 
proved “a strong, effec- 
tive and implementable 
Arms Trade Treaty that can 
strengthen global security 
while protecting the sovereign right of 
states to conduct legitimate arms trade,” 
said Secretary of State John Kerry in a 
statement. “Nothing in this treaty could 
ever infringe on the rights of American cit- 
izens under our domestic law or the Con- 
stitution, including the Second Amend- 
ment,” he added. 


The Essence of the Law 

That is little comfort to observers familiar 
with the terms of the treaty that most cer- 
tainly infringe on the right of Americans 
to keep and bear arms, as protected by the 
Second Amendment. 

“This treaty disregards the Second 
Amendment to our Constitution and 
threatens individual firearm ownership,” 
declared Chris Cox, head of the NRA’s 
legislative lobbying arm. “It is a sad, yet 
telling, day when the president of the 


United States and his administration re- 
fuse to defend America’s Constitution on 
the world stage.” 

Several provisions of this treaty signifi- 
cantly diminish the scope of the right to 
keep and bear arms. 

First, the Arms Trade Treaty grants a 
monopoly over all weaponry in the hands 
of the very entity (approved regimes) re- 
sponsible for over 300 million murders in 
the 20th century. 

Furthermore, the treaty leaves pri- 
vate citizens powerless to oppose future 
slaughters. 

An irrefutable fact of armed violence 
unaddressed by the UN in its gun grab is 
that all the murders committed by all the 
serial killers in history don’t amount to a 
fraction of the brutal killings committed 
by “authorized state parties” using the 
very weapons over which they will exer- 


Apt decor: While on assignment at the UN Arms Trade Treaty conference, Joe Wolverton 
(shown) witnessed firsthand the intent of the globalists (including the U.S. delegation) to 
surrender U.S. sovereignty, disregard the Constitution, and completely disarm Americans in the 


name of world peace. 
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What they want is all that counts: Delegations from over 190 countries met at UN headquarters in New York March 18-28 to work on the Arms 
Trade Treaty, an agreement that would significantly impact the right of Americans to buy, sell, trade, transfer, and own weapons and ammunition. 


cise absolute control under the terms of the 
Arms Trade Treaty. 

Next, Article 2 of the treaty defines the 
scope of the treaty’s prohibitions. The 
right to own, buy, sell, trade, or transfer 
all means of armed resistance, including 
handguns, is denied to civilians by this 
section of the Arms Trade Treaty. 

Ammo doesn’t escape coverage in the 
treaty either. Article 3 places the “ammu- 
nition/munitions fired, launched or de- 
livered by the conventional arms covered 
under Article 2” within the scope of the 
treaty’s prohibitions, as well. 

Article 4 rounds out the regulations, 
also placing all “parts and components” 
of weapons within the scheme. 

Perhaps the most immediate threat 
to the rights of gun owners in the Arms 
Trade Treaty is found in Article 5. Under 
the title of “General Implementation,” 
Article 5 mandates that all countries par- 


ticipating in the treaty “shall establish 
and maintain a national control system, 
including a national control list.” 

This list should “apply the provisions 
of this Treaty to the broadest range of 
conventional arms.” 


Mark this down: Barring extraordinary 
success in congressional, state, and popu- 
lar efforts to derail the speeding train of 
civilian disarmament, within months, the 
federal government (likely under the man- 
agement of the Department of Homeland 
Security) will begin compiling a list of 
who owns, buys, sells, trades, or transfers 
any firearm, as well as the ammunition, 
parts, and components of those weapons. 
First, there would be a registry imposed 
under the pretext of following internation- 
al law as set out in the Arms Trade Treaty. 
On this point, is there any doubt that pro- 
ponents of the registration 
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of gun owners would feign 
frustration with the need for 
such a registry, but would 
nonetheless point to the so- 
called Supremacy Clause of 
Article VI as constitutional 
justification for the taking of 
names? 
Eventually, all Ameri- 
f cans rebellious enough not 
to voluntarily drop off their 


handguns at the local police precinct 
(or Homeland Security Fusion Center) 
would receive notices in the mail inform- 
ing them that they had broken the law, 
and that they would be granted a 30-day 
grace period to fall into line or face fines, 
imprisonment, or both. 

Advocates of the Second Amendment 
should be aware that there are ample 
lessons in very recent history wherein 
high-profile mass murders were used as 
a pretext for the creation of a gun owner 
registry, which was in turn followed by 
confiscation. All, it should also be re- 
membered, in the name of national secu- 
rity and the safety of all men, women, and 
children. 

The disarmament of Britons is the lat- 
est, but it is not the only example of vio- 
lence leading to registry, leading to seizure 
of privately owned weapons. 

As chronicled in a recent article pub- 
lished in THE NEw AMERICAN, riots and 
murders that tormented Germany follow- 
ing the end of World War I were used by 
government officials to justify the banning 
of “military type weapons.” Year by year, 
the list of proscribed firearms grew, and the 
methods of enforcement grew more severe. 
The disarmament progressed until civil- 
ians — except of course agents of the Nazi 
regime — were completely robbed of all 
rights of gun ownership, leaving them pow- 
erless to resist the rise of the Third Reich. 
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As for the disarmament of the United 
Kingdom that landed Paul Clarke in jail 
for nothing more than finding and surren- 
dering a strange gun, those laws were also 
passed in the wake of a violent and vicious 
armed attack on innocents. 

George Mason Professor Joyce Lee Mal- 
colm described the effect of the disarma- 
ment of Her Majesty’s subjects in a Wall 
Street Journal article published in Decem- 
ber 2012. Writes Professor Malcolm: 


The results have not been what pro- 
ponents of the act wanted. Within a 
decade of the handgun ban and the 
confiscation of handguns from reg- 
istered owners, crime with hand- 
guns had doubled according to Brit- 
ish government crime reports. Gun 
crime, not a serious problem in the 
past, now is. Armed street gangs have 
some British police carrying guns 
for the first time. Moreover, another 
massacre occurred in June 2010. 

Derrick Bird, a taxi driver in Cum- 
bria, shot his brother and a colleague 
then drove off through rural villages 
killing 12 people and injuring 11 
more before killing himself. 

Meanwhile, law-abiding citizens 
who have come into the possession 
of a firearm, even accidentally, have 
been harshly treated. 


Paul Clarke can testify to that. 

Despite these cautionary tales, there 
are many Americans who refuse to be- 
lieve that disarmament is the goal of 
those who are pushing for stricter and 
stricter gun laws. They assume that de- 
creasing liberty is a fair price to pay for 
increasing safety. 

This is naive. History reveals that fail- 
ure to monitor and oppose every move- 
ment — even small, seemingly insig- 
nificant, incremental ones — toward gun 
owner registry will result in outright con- 
fiscation. And history’s ultimate and final 
lesson is that a disarmed society is a slave 
society, one powerless to oppose the bru- 
tal forced march toward tyranny. 

A particularly worrisome provision of 
the Arms Trade Treaty instructs partici- 
pating governments — including that of 
the United States — to take “appropri- 
ate measures” to enforce the terms of the 
treaty. If they can’t seem to get it done on 
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their own, however, Article 16 provides 
for UN assistance, specifically including 
help with the enforcement of “stockpile 
management, disarmament, demobiliza- 
tion and reintegration programmes.” 

Those who fear the march of blue-hel- 
meted UN “peacekeepers” carrying out 
the disarmament are looking beyond the 
mark, however. The oligarchs at the UN 
will not need to rely on their own military 
alone, because after the civilian population 
of each member nation has been disarmed, 
domestic armed forces will be able to en- 
force the international edicts in a much 
more efficient manner. 

This scenario illuminates the reason 
why it is so crucial for Americans not 
only to resist the consolidation of power 
in Washington and the UN, but to oppose 
just as doggedly the assimilation of local 
law enforcement by the Department of 
Homeland Security. 

Of course, Americans would not be 
staring down the barrel of forcible dis- 
armament as mandated by the UN’s 
Arms Trade Treaty had President Obama 
and Secretary of State John Kerry not 


Secretary of State John Kerry instructed U.S. d 


ordered U.S. negotiators to accelerate 
its approval. And although the current 
administration is marching double time 
toward absolute outlawing of private 
ownership of weapons, promotion of a 
globalist gun grab has been at the top of 
the insider agenda for decades. 


ilobalist Gun Grabbers 1istory 

In 1999, THE NEw AMERICAN’S William F. 
Jasper reported on a similar scheme being 
cooked up at the UN and backed by then- 
president Bill Clinton. In that informative 
article entitled “Gun Grabbers’ Global Ge- 
stapo,” Jasper exposed the origins of presi- 
dential plans to deprive individual Ameri- 
cans of their right to “keep and bear arms.” 

Jasper wrote that the Clinton adminis- 
tration’s support for the UN’s “treasonous 
program” to revoke the right of civilians 
to own firearms was not novel, but actu- 
ally an advancement of a more ambitious 
plan hatched by one of Clinton’s political 
heroes: John F. Kennedy. 

Here’s how Jasper laid out the legacy of 
the White House’s official endorsement of 
civilian disarmament: 


elegates to the Arms Trade Treaty conference to 
accelerate the push toward approving “a strong, effective and implementable Arms Trade Treaty 
that can strengthen global security.” Kerry insists that the global gun control measure will not 

affect the Second Amendment. 
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In its own words, Freedom From War 


The program was unveiled at the UN 
on September 25, 1961 by President 
John F. Kennedy. Entitled Freedom 
From War: The United States Pro- 
gram for General and Complete Dis- 
armament in a Peaceful World, this 
document is one of the most revolu- 
tionary and subversive proposals ever 
put forward by any government of- 
ficial. Incredibly, the program origi- 
nally introduced in this document be- 
came — and remains — official U.S. 
government policy. 

In short, Freedom From War (also 
known as “Department of State Pub- 
lication 7277’) is a proposal for the 
complete surrender of U.S. armed 
forces to the United Nations. It calls 
for a three-stage disarmament proc- 
ess leading to the transfer of all na- 
tional military forces — including 
those of the United States — to the 
United Nations, and the establish- 
ment of a UN Peace Force as the un- 
challengeable global military power. 


states: 


Freedom From War lists these “specific 
objectives toward which nations should 


In Stage III progressive controlled dis- 
armament ... would proceed to a point 
where no state would have the military 
power to challenge the progressively 
strengthened U.N. Peace Force.... 
The manufacture of armaments 
would be prohibited except for those 
agreed types and quantities to be used 
by the U.N. Peace Force and those re- 
quired to maintain internal order. All 
other armaments would be destroyed 
or converted to peaceful purposes. 


direct their efforts”: 
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The disbanding of all national 
armed forces and the prohibi- 
tion of their reestablishment 
in any form whatsoever other 
than those required to pre- 
serve internal order and for 
contributions to a United Na- 
tions Peace Force; [and] 

The elimination from na- 
tional arsenals of all arma- 
ments, including all weapons 
of mass destruction and the 
means for their delivery, other than 
those required for a United Nations 
Peace Force and for maintaining in- 
ternal order. 


Please note that this puts the U.S. gov- 
ernment on record in support of a plan to 
make all nations subservient to the UN; 
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and that “all armaments” not controlled 
by the UN would be destroyed, leaving 
the UN as the virtual global dictator. And 
since no provision is made for an exemp- 
tion of arms owned by private citizens 
(and since the UN itself is hardly sympa- 
thetic to private gun ownership), it is rea- 
sonable to assume that private arms are 
intended for destruction under the term 
“all armaments.” 

To initiate this program, President 
Kennedy signed Public Law 87-297 
(H.R. 9118), creating the United States 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
(ACDA). According to that legislation, “as 
defined in this Act, the terms ‘arms control’ 
and ‘disarmament’ mean ‘the identification, 
verification, inspection, limitation, control, 
reduction, or elimination, of armed forces 
and armaments of all kinds under interna- 


The process began: In 1961, President John F. Kennedy signed Public Law 87-297, an act 
aimed at accomplishing “the identification, verification, inspection, limitation, control, reduction, 
or elimination, of armed forces and armaments of all kinds under international agreement to 
establish an effective system of international control.” 
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tional agreement to establish an effective 
system of international control.” 

Fast forward 51 years. Like JFK, the 
current Oval Office occupant is also a 
supporter of UN empowerment, and es- 
pecially now that the General Assembly 
has adopted the Arms Trade Treaty, the 
Obama administration will continue doing 
everything it can to achieve the long- 
sought goal of consolidating control over 
all forms of armed resistance in the hands 
of government, including usurping power 
to whatever extent it can get away with. 

The one-two punch of President 
Obama’s commitment to confiscation and 
the Arms Trade Treaty’s explicit extension 
of UN assistance in accomplishing it has 
ramped up the threat to levels that should 
sound alarm bells in the homes of gun 
owners around the world. 


Despite President Obama’s promise to 
sign the treaty, there are strong signals 
that the vote in the Senate will come up 
short of the two-thirds majority required 
for ratification, as set out in Article II of 
the Constitution. 

At about 3:00 a.m. on March 23, the 
Senate approved a measure “to uphold 
Second Amendment rights and prevent 
the United States from entering into the 
United Nations Arms Trade Treaty.” 

By a vote of 53-46, the Senate passed 
the amendment to the budget bill spon- 
sored by Senator Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.). 

“We're negotiating a treaty that cedes 
our authority to have trade agreements 
with our allies in terms of trading arms,” 
Inhofe said before the vote on his amend- 
ment. “This is probably the last time this 
year that you’ll be able to vote for your 
Second Amendment rights.” 

In a rare act of bipartisanship, Senator 
Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.) proposed his own 
amendment “that clarified that under cur- 
rent U.S. law, treaties don’t trump the Con- 
stitution and that the United States should 
not agree to any arms treaty that violates 
the Second Amendment rights.” Senators 
approved Leahy’s amendment, as well. 

A resolution of similar intent sponsored 
by Senator Jerry Moran (R-Kan.) is cur- 
rently pending before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

Moran’s measure declares that it is the 
sense of Congress that 
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President Ohama congratulated the UN on its passage of the Arms Trade Treaty. He has signaled 
his intent to sign the treaty and, one way or another, see it enforced in the United States. 


the President should not sign the 
Arms Trade Treaty, and that, if he 
transmits the treaty with his signa- 
ture to the Senate, the Senate should 
not ratify the Arms Trade Treaty... 
Until the Arms Trade Treaty has 
been signed by the President, re- 
ceived the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and has been the subject of 
implementing legislation by Con- 
gress, no Federal funds should be 
appropriated or authorized to imple- 
ment the Arms Trade Treaty, or any 
similar agreement, or to conduct 
activities relevant to the Arms Trade 
Treaty, or any similar agreement. 


Representative Mike Kelly (R-Penn.) 
has offered a companion measure in the 
House. 

Both the Moran and Kelly resolutions 
declare that the Arms Trade Treaty “poses 
significant risks to the national security, 
foreign policy, and economic interests of 
the United States as well as to the constitu- 
tional rights of United States citizens and 
United States sovereignty.” 

The measures also point out that the 
UN gun grab “fails to expressly recog- 
nize the fundamental, individual right to 
keep and to bear arms and the individual 
right of personal self-defense, as well as 
the legitimacy of hunting, sports shoot- 
ing, and other lawful activities pertaining 
to the private ownership of firearms and 


related materials, and thus risks infring- 
ing on freedoms protected by the Second 
Amendment.” 

State officials in Texas have joined in 
defense of the Second Amendment. 

Texas Attorney General Greg Abbott 
wrote a letter to President Obama threat- 
ening to sue should the president attempt 
to enforce the global gun grab in the Lone 
Star State. Abbott warns: 


If the UN Arms Trade Treaty is not 
stopped at the federal level, I — and 
my fellow state attorneys general 
— will take up the fight to preserve 
the Constitution. Ratification of this 
treaty would compel immediate legal 
action to enforce the Constitution’s 
guarantee that the right of the people 
to keep and bear arms shall not be 
infringed. 


While the opposition of federal and 
state officials is encouraging, Americans 
shouldn’t let down their guard. The fact is 
that when it comes to disarming citizens of 
this country, President Obama has shown 
that he will not be deterred by congres- 
sional inaction or by constitutional limits 
on his authority. 

Second Amendment proponents can’t 
rely on the court for support, either. Al- 
though in reality, treaties that violate the 
Constitution are prima facie null, void, of no 
legal effect, in a pair of cases concerning the 
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Texas Attorney General Greg Abbott wrote a letter to President Obama threatening to challenge 
any attempt by the federal government to infringe on the right to keep and bear arms as 


guaranteed by the Second Amendment. 


issue, the Supreme Court has come down on 
both sides of the supremacy question. 

In the two contradictory decisions, the 
Supreme Court has held that “no doubt 
the great body of private relations usually 
fall within the control of the State, but a 
treaty may override its power” (Missouri 
v. Holland), and “constitutional rights 
cannot be eliminated by a treaty” (Reid 
v. Covert). 

This conflict of cases creates a situa- 
tion where, as Alan Korwin wrote in 2012 
at the time of the previous round of nego- 
tiations on the Arms Trade Treaty, “While 
some of us would surely and boldly draw 
the lines where they are ‘supposed’ to be, 
i.e., in line with our natural and historic 
rights, the forces aligned against the Sec- 
ond Amendment have no problem argu- 
ing vigorously for its destruction, regard- 
less of any of these details, and therein 
lies the greatest threat we face.” 

It would appear that regarding the pres- 
ervation of the right to keep and bear arms, 
states will be required to step into the gap 
and uphold the liberties protected by our 
Constitution. The need is urgent given the 
prospect of continuing presidential collu- 
sion with the international forces of civil- 
ian disarmament. 
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Beyond the manifold violations of the 
Second Amendment mandated by the 
policies of the Arms Trade Treaty, the phi- 
losophy undergirding the agreement is an 
all-out assault on the American concept of 
the genesis and rightful exercise of rights. 

For example, the Preamble of the Arms 
Trade Treaty points to the United Nations 
Charter as the source of guiding principles 
upon which the agreement is based. Citi- 
zens of the United States, however, recog- 
nize God as the source of all rights they 
enjoy. Not even the Constitution claims to 
be the giver of rights; it is merely the pro- 
tector of them. 

The ultimate American statement on the 
issue of the provenance of rights was writ- 
ten by Thomas Jefferson in the Declaration 
of Independence: “We hold these truths to 
be self-evident, that all men are created 
equal and are endowed by their Creator 
with certain 
unalienable 
rights, that 
among these 
are life, lib- 
erty, and the 
pursuit of 
happiness.” 

The UN 


UNITED _ 
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would see the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence replaced by the UN Declaration 
of Human Rights and would have the 
Creator replaced with government as the 
source of rights. 

Take, for example, the principle of the 
ATT declaring the “inherent right of all 
States to individual or collective self-de- 
fence [sic] as recognized in Article 51 of 
the Charter of the United Nations.” 

States have no “right of self-defense.” 
In fact, states have no rights at all. Men 
have rights and they may cede a portion 
of the protection of those rights to gov- 
ernment. This is a provisional grant, revo- 
cable at the will of the people. 

Ironically, moreover, it is in defense of 
tyranny of the government that individu- 
als typically need to collectively exercise 
their natural right of self-defense. 

Should those who govern ever exceed 
the boundaries drawn by the people around 
their power, the people retain the right — 
the natural right — of self-defense. 

Regardless of the promises of its advo- 
cates, the Arms Trade Treaty violates not 
only the Second Amendment, but also the 
American concept of the source of rights 
and the right of the people to defend them- 
selves against the “long train of abuses” of 
any government. 

Another paragraph of the Arms Trade 
Treaty’s preamble grants the United Na- 
tions the power to authorize “end users” 
and “end use” of conventional arms. 

Where in the Constitution is an unelect- 
ed and unaccountable body of internation- 
al bureaucrats given the right to determine 
who is or is not authorized to buy, sell, or 
trade weapons? 

Next, the Arms Trade Treaty preamble 
reaffirms the “sovereign right of any 
State to regulate and control convention- 
al arms.” The federal government has no 
right whatsoever to regulate or control 
conventional arms. While the govern- 
ments of the 50 states of the United States 
may exercise such control as part of their 


police power, the Second Amendment 
explicitly forbids the federal government 
from infringing on the right of the people 
to keep and bear arms. 

Another section of the U.S.-backed, 
UN-approved gun grab declares “that ci- 
vilians, particularly women and children, 
account for the vast majority of those 
adversely affected by armed conflict and 
armed violence.” 

While on its face potentially true, dur- 
ing the 20th century, as explained above, 
hundreds of millions of women and chil- 
dren were killed in wars started by the 
governments of the world. These conflicts 
employed weapons not in the hands of 
civilians, but under the control of “legiti- 
mate regimes.” Consider the following 
condemnation of the outcome of state- 
sponsored disarmament. 

In 1929, the Soviet Union established 
gun control and from 1929 to 1953, about 
20 million dissidents, unable to de- 
fend themselves, were rounded up and 
exterminated. 

Hitler issued a series of gun control edicts 
from 1938 to 1945, the effect of which was 


the rendering of millions of German Jews 
defenseless to their confinement in concen- 
tration camps and mass holocaust. 

In 1935, in China, Mao Tse-Tung or- 
dered his military forces to begin confis- 
cating all weapons owned by civilians as 
part of his drive to impose communism in 
the nation. By 1952, 20 million Chinese 
who opposed Mao’s dictatorship were ex- 
ecuted or imprisoned. 

Finally, the indescribably brutal 
Khmer Rouge regime headed by Pol Pot 
carried out a similar scheme after seizing 
power in Cambodia. In 1956 and again 
in 1975, Pot deployed armed Khmer 
Rouge troops to disarm their country- 
men. All told, one million unarmed and 
unprotected Cambodians were murdered 
by Pot and the forces commanded by his 
communist junta. 

These dark and deadly episodes of re- 
cent history need not be repeated in the 
United States, however. 

But the hour is late, and Americans 
hoping to steer our Republic away from 
this fatal road must act now. In fact, there 
is no time to delay because any day now 


President Obama will sign the Arms 
Trade Treaty. 

As this article recounts, for over 50 years, 
one president after another has pressed hard 
on the gas pedal, speeding this nation closer 
to civilian disarmament. From John F. Ken- 
nedy and Freedom From War, to Barack 
Obama and the Arms Trade Treaty, the ex- 
ecutive branch has played a key role in the 
conspiracy to confiscate privately owned 
firearms and consolidate control of all 
weapons in the hands of the United Nations. 

Hope for the survival of the Second 
Amendment remains thanks to the quick 
action of representatives in state legisla- 
tures, however. Lawmakers in Kansas, 
Texas, Wyoming, Missouri, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, and Iowa are proposing bills 
nullifying the impending criminalization 
of private gun ownership. 

Americans must get behind such state 
efforts, as well as demand that federal 
lawmakers — and the president — prove 
themselves faithful to the oath they took to 
“preserve, protect, and defend the Consti- 
tution of the United States,” including the 
right to keep and bear arms. 
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The war within the Republican Party between the old-guard establishment 
neoconservatives and the upstart constitutionalist/libertarian-leaning rebels is raging, 
and the liberty movement is gaining on the establishment. 


Filibustering for freedom: Kentucky Senator Rand Paul’s 13-hour filibuster captured the 
attention of the nation on the issue of civil liberties, and sent the establishment into damage- 
control mode. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


entucky Senator Rand Paul clear- 
ly had a good month of March. 
First, he engaged in a March 6-7 
Senate filibuster to ensure that “no Ameri- 
can should be killed by a drone on Ameri- 
can soil without first being charged with 
a crime, without first being found to be 
guilty by a court.” The 13-hour filibuster 
won plaudits across the political spectrum 
and raised Paul to a national figure even 
more than his stunning Tea Party-inspired 
election over the anointed GOP establish- 
ment candidate in 2010. 
Even enemies of the constitutionalist 
movement were driven to say that Rand 
Paul was engaging in smart politics. Neo- 
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conservative columnist Charles Krautham- 
mer acknowledged that “Rand Paul’s now 
legendary Senate filibuster was a stroke of 
political genius.” Then in a partial take- 
back, Krauthammer called the filibuster 
“both theatrically brilliant and substan- 
tively irrelevant.” 

On March 16 Rand Paul won the annual 
CPAC (Conservative Political Action Con- 
ference) Presidential Straw Poll, with 25 
percent of the 2,930 votes, enough to best 
Florida Senator Marco Rubio’s 23 percent. 
After that victory, everything Rand Paul 
did became national news, from his com- 
ments on immigration to a threat to engage 
in a new filibuster on gun control legisla- 
tion. By the first week of April, word that 
Rand Paul had scheduled a visit to New 


Hampshire — which just happens to be 
where the first presidential primary is held 
— became headline news. 

Then the New York Times, in a March 
26 hit-piece/op-ed on Rand Paul, admitted 
that the GOP establishment is in full dam- 
age-control mode: “Mitch McConnell, 
who is not only Kentucky’s senior senator 
but also the Senate minority leader, seems 
to worry more about Paul, the state’s ju- 
nior senator, than vice versa.” CNN even 
posted the headline: “New leader of the 
GOP: Rand Paul.” 

The neoconservative movement has 
tried backbiting Senator Paul’s public re- 
lations coup, to little effect. Neoconserva- 
tive godfather and political enforcer Bill 
Kristol slammed Paul’s defense of civil 
liberties this way: “So if Rand Paul wants 
to run to the left of the Obama administra- 
tion, he’s free to try that in the Republican 
primary.” But Kristol’s attacks on Rand 
Paul, which included labeling his support- 
ers the “Code Pink faction of the Repub- 
lican party,” were all but ignored by the 
larger political and media culture. Accord- 
ing to polls thus far, Rand Paul’s stance 
just may run well in a GOP primary. 


Rand Paul does not perfectly represent e1- 
ther the Tea Party Movement or the Ron 
Paul Liberty movement, as many libertar- 
ian followers of Ron Paul see the younger 
Dr. Paul (Rand Paul is an ophthalmologist) 
as not ideologically pure enough to repre- 
sent their movement. On the other hand, 
many conservatives and tea partiers who 
oppose illegal immigration were taken 
back by Paul’s recent public support for a 
pathway to citizenship for illegal immigra- 
tion. But Rand Paul is the clearest anec- 
dote to explain how much of the Tea Party 
movement of 2009-10 has been subsumed 
by the Constitutionalist/Liberty Move- 
ment, a fact that is as evident in Congress 
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as it is in the grassroots. To a certain ex- 
tent, the Tea Party has simply gone back to 
its roots, as Ron Paul’s 2008 presidential 
campaign kicked off Tea Party rallies. Dr. 
Rand Paul even saw his first high-profile 
public political appearance at a Ron Paul- 
inspired Tea Party rally at Faneuil Hall in 
Boston in December 2007. 

The Tea Party movement attained na- 
tional attention in early 2009, as a reaction 
against the bipartisan bailouts and deficit 
spending of the housing bubble/crash era. 
Small-government conservatism was bol- 
stered by the spontaneous new Tea Party 
movement, which in turn was able to gain 
traction because the skids had already been 
greased by many decades of work by long- 
existing traditional liberty-minded groups 
such as The John Birch Society. Also 
benefiting from the cumulative effects of 
many years of elbow grease were the Ron 
Paul revolution and its outgrowths, such as 
the Campaign for Liberty, which inducted 
young people into the freedom fight. 

Though the effectiveness of the Tea 
Party has peaked and some of it 
has become a front for establish- 
ment Republicanism, tea partiers 
have continued to retain organiza- 
tional strength and a small-govern- 
ment message in areas where they 
have maintained independence 
from the Republican Party appa- 
ratus. In some areas (particularly 
blue states) the Tea Party brand 
has become politically toxic. For 
example, in Massachusetts, the Tea 
Party movement that sprung on the 
national scene with the election of 
Scott Brown to Ted Kennedy’s 
U.S. Senate seat in 2009 lost all 
electoral influence before Brown’s 
loss in 2012. 

The House Tea Party Caucus 
founded by Michele Bachmann 
(Freedom Index score 77 percent) 
seems to be all but defunct, largely 
supplanted by the House Lib- 
erty Caucus now led by two-term 
Michigan Representative Justin 
Amash (Freedom Index score 92 
percent). The Tea Party caucus 
hasn’t tweeted since last Septem- 
ber, and its membership webpage 
returns a defunct 404 “Page Not 
Found” message from the House 
of Representatives server. But 
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that’s a small matter com- 
pared to the listlessness of 
Bachmann’s group; it failed 
to generate any noise against 
GOP leadership or its budget 
“solutions” that have pushed 
higher spending. 

In the Senate, the tiny Tea 
Party Caucus (led in part by 
co-founder Rand Paul) has 
become all but synonymous 
with the liberty movement. 


Rand vs. Rubio 
Perhaps the most prominent exception to 
the Tea Party absorption into the Ron Paul 
liberty movement is Florida Senator Marco 
Rubio, who was elected in 2010 with major 
Tea Party support. A contrast can be drawn 
between Rand Paul and Marco Rubio, one 
that explains the difference between the 
constitutionalist/liberty movement and the 
establishment absorption of elements of the 
Tea Party movement. 

Rubio earned a respectable Freedom 


Weekly Standard warrior: Representative of the neocon 
doctrine, editor William Kristol has been in favor of war after 

war — when “diplomacy fails.” He supported invading Iraq and 
Israel’s 2006 Lebanon War, as well as attacking Iran. 


The Tea Party caucus hasn’t tweeted 
since last September, and its membership 


webpage returns a defunct 404 “Page 
Not Found” message from the House of 
Representatives server. 


Index rating of 81 percent in the last Con- 
gress. And though measurably lower than 
Rand Paul’s 95 percent, most of the Flor- 
ida senator’s votes have been for smaller 
government. The two can be distinguished 
on several general issue areas, specifically 
civil liberties, foreign relations, and will- 
ingness to propose specific spending cuts. 

The two have wound up on opposite 
sides of civil liberties amendments pro- 
posed by the Kentucky senator. Rubio 
opposed Rand Paul’s amendment in April 
2011 to prevent the president from unilat- 
erally initiating military action without the 
explicit consent of a vote of Con- 
gress, an amendment brought about 
after the Obama administration 
unilaterally deployed U.S. forces 
in Libya. He also opposed Paul’s 
amendment in May 2012 to prevent 
FDA officials from banning claims 
about natural health foods and to 
stop FDA agents from carrying fire- 
arms. And unlike Paul, Rubio voted 
against the Feinstein amendment in 
December 2011 banning indefinite 
detention of U.S. citizens without 
trial under the war on terror. 

But perhaps the greatest example 
of the difference between Paul and 
Rubio, and between the Republican 
establishment and the constitution- 
alist movement, was highlighted by 
the two senators’ State of the Union 
responses. Marco Rubio was cho- 
sen to give the official Republican 
Party response to Obama’s 2013 
State of the Union address, while 
Rand Paul gave the Tea Party re- 
sponse (sponsored by the Tea Party 
Express). The State of the Union 
response by Rubio perfectly en- 
capsulated the GOP paradigm. 
Throughout the years, the GOP 
has posed as the party of vaguely 
smaller government without ever 
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Tea Party, RIP? Not even close, but in many areas the Tea Party has merged with either the GOP 
establishment or the Ron Paul liberty movement. 


delivering it during the times it held 
power. As with Mitt Romney’s presiden- 
tial campaign in 2012, the GOP calls for 
smaller government but never provides the 
specifics. Florida Senator Rubio issued pat 
GOP responses and generalized warnings 
against big government — but no specif- 
ics. Rand Paul’s address involved specific 
spending-cut proposals, such as foreign 
aid; and the Kentucky senator offered an 
alternative budget proposal that would bal- 
ance within five years by spending cuts, 
without any tax increases. 

Thus, Rand Paul’s success has neo- 
conservatives running scared. Bill Kristol 
lamented on WMAL-radio March 19 that 
Obama “has created Rand Paul.” More 
specifically, he claimed, “Hawks like me, 
who want to support some of the things 
that Obama has done, he’s never defended 
them [his actions]. He doesn’t explain 
them. He doesn’t put them in context. As 
a result, there is more support for a Rand 
Paul-type view. I think it’s mistaken, but 
I understand why people go in that direc- 
tion when President Obama never explains 
what the consequences of getting out of 
Afghanistan would be, where he never ex- 
plains why we need to spend some serious 


money on defense and national security. 
So, in that respect, President Obama, in 
a way, has created Rand Paul, or the op- 
portunity for Rand Paul.” 

On a certain level, it is true that Obama 
made Rand Paul’s national success possi- 
ble because Republican voters are open to 
nearly any criticism of Democratic presi- 
dents — criticism they would ignore if the 
president were a Republican. Kristol’s re- 
marks reveal the hypocrisy of hyper-parti- 
sanship that dominates Capitol Hill. When 
George W. Bush was proposing massive 
deficits and trampling on civil liberties, 
Republican Party faithful clammed up, 
offering no criticism on Capitol Hill — 
other than Texas Congressman Ron Paul 
and North Carolina Congressman Walter 
Jones. On the other side of the aisle, the 
deafening screeches of the anti-war Left 
during the Bush era have shrunk to barely 
a peep since Obama took office. 


But it’s not just Rand Paul who has bound- 
ed to national prominence in the Ron Paul- 
inspired liberty movement, and in the end 
he may not be the most important figure. 
While the elder Dr. Paul — obstetrician/ 
Congressman Ron Paul 
— worked largely alone 
in building coalitions for 
smaller government, there 
are perhaps a dozen other 
members of Congress who 
can be relied upon to vote 
for less government regard- 
less of party, a fact that has 


establishment figures like John McCain 
worried. During Rand Paul’s filibuster, 
John McCain told the online Huffington 
Post that “it’s always the wacko birds on 
right and left that get the media mega- 
phone.” When asked who he meant by 
“wacko birds,” the senior Arizona senator 
and the GOP’s 2008 presidential nominee 
said “Rand Paul, Cruz, Amash, whoever.” 

With those words, McCain had unin- 
tentionally raised Michigan Representa- 
tive Justin Amash to national prominence, 
along with Paul and Senator Ted Cruz of 
Texas. Within days of McCain’s insult, 
Amash had become a front-runner for 
the GOP nomination to replace the retir- 
ing Michigan Democratic Senator Carl 
Levin. Amash — who has yet to declare 
his intentions for 2014 — embraced the 
“wacko birds” moniker, and even bought 
the WackoBird.com website for fundrais- 
ing purposes. 

Amash has been labeled “the next Ron 
Paul” by such divergent media sources 
as the libertarian magazine Reason, The 
American Conservative magazine, Po- 
litico.com, and Glenn Beck’s TheBlaze. 
com. A large number of Ron Paul’s presi- 
dential supporters view Amash as more 
ideologically pure than the younger Dr. 
Paul, as Rand Paul endorsed Mitt Rom- 
ney for president and has mended fences 
with Senate Minority Leader and fellow 
Kentucky Senator Mitch McConnell. In 
that sense, the uncompromising 33-year- 
old Amash — also initially elected in 2010 
with strong local Tea Party support — may 
become more significant nationally than 
Rand Paul over time. 

The National Journal labeled Amash 
the “Senate Trouble-maker in Waiting” 
for his battles with House GOP leader- 
ship. The Grand Rapids Republican was 
one of four independent-minded Repub- 
licans removed from key House commit- 
tees in December because of alleged fail- 
ure to support the House GOP leadership. 
And he was one of 10 House Republicans 
who voted against John Boehner as House 
speaker the following month. 

Amash would be a formidable Sen- 
ate candidate in traditionally Democratic 
Michigan, as his independent streak and 
use of social media to explain his congres- 
sional votes have won plaudits across the 
political spectrum. And should Amash run 
for the Senate, he will have a deep well of 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MAY 6, 2013 


funding from Ron Paul movement-aligned 
donors. The Liberty for All Super PAC has 
already pledged to commit spending six to 
seven figures in support of Amash’s can- 
didacy, should he announce a Senate run. 
And Amash has the highest rating from 
the Club for Growth, which could also 
commit substantial funds to a 2014 Sen- 
ate campaign. 

Rush Limbaugh noted a change of po- 
litical winds toward the liberty movement 
during a radio show the day after Mc- 
Cain’s remarks, stressing that McCain and 
many in the establishment were having a 
dinner at the White House with Obama 
while Senator Paul was defending the U.S. 
Constitution in his filibuster: 


The new kids in town captivated the 
nation talking to them about free- 
dom. The new kids in town were, for 
the first time in I don’t know how 
long, actually taking it to Barack 
Obama, and showing how easily 
it’s done.... [Rand Paul] just wanted 
Obama to acknowledge in a letter 
that Obama will not kill Americans 
sitting in a cafe minding their own 
business with a drone. And the re- 
gime wouldn’t respond.... Mean- 
while, the Republican establishment 
is out playing footsie with Obama at 
a restaurant. And McCain, Senator 
McCain just went to the floor of 


the Senate and blasted Senator Paul 
saying the filibuster was not helpful. 
Senator McCain — I tell you, this 
illustrates the contrast between the 
new stars of the Republican Party 
and yesterday’s mashed potatoes. 


Rush Limbaugh — hardly an opponent of 
neoconservatism — explained the reac- 
tion by the establishment to Rand Paul’s 
filibuster. “There is a fear among McCain, 
[South Carolina Republican Senator] 
Lindsey Graham, and others who favor 
an interventionist foreign policy. Think 
of the neocons. Think of going into Iraq 
and not just securing Iraq, but building a 
democracy. Nation building, if you will,” 
Limbaugh said March 8. “The neocons are 
worried that they are being undermined by 
this. P'll tell you why. Rand Paul made a 
connection with the American people. 
These other people do not. He made a 
connection. Therefore, he has the ability 
to influence and motivate people.” 


Influencing people and public relations 
is not the only front in the war within the 
GOP, however. Fundraising can be key 
to many candidacies, and GOP estab- 
lishment fundraiser Karl Rove has been 
at the center of funding establishment 
candidates. Rove’s American Crossroads 
SuperPac and its sister PAC, Crossroads 
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The establishment’s pick: Florida Senator Marco Rubio rode to office in the Tea Party fervor of 
the 2010 elections, but has been tapped by the establishment to promote the official party view. 
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GPS, were the top non-candidate fundrais- 
ers of the 2012 election cycle, spending 
some $175,706,789 of the $300 million 
the twin organizations raised in the 2012 
cycle, according to OpenSecrets.org. Rove 
built up his Crossroads organizations with 
just a handful of giant donors, including 
Las Vegas Casino owner Sheldon Adel- 
son ($23 million) and investor Harold 
Simmons ($20.5 million). According to 
Forbes magazine, “Almost one third of the 
$104 million Rove’s American Crossroads 
super PAC spent this election cycle came 
from just five members of the Forbes rich 
list.’ Almost all of that money was spent in 
a wasted effort to replace Obama with Mitt 
Romney as president, plastering the air- 
waves with slick television commercials 
devoid of any meaningful information. 

Rove established the Conservative 
Victory Project in March as a means of 
becoming the gatekeeper to Republican 
nominations in the intra-party battle be- 
tween constitutionalists and neoconser- 
vatives. Specifically, Rove plans to target 
Tea Party and other small-government 
constitutionalists in GOP primaries be- 
cause of alleged fears that they lose gen- 
eral elections. 

Rove’s recent mantra has been nearly 
identical to that of MSNBC’s long-stand- 
ing crude campaign against Tea Party can- 
didates, i.e., that Tea Party and other small 
government candidates are crazy and lose 
elections for the GOP. “My posterior was 
shredded a little bit by donors wonder- 
ing why we are writing checks for people 
who then turn around and run such lousy 
campaigns,” Rove said on February 27 in 
Dallas for the National Center for Policy 
Analysis, according to the Dallas Morn- 
ing News. Rove was specifically com- 
menting on two failed Tea Party-inspired 
U.S. Senate candidacies that imploded: 
Richard Mourdock in Indiana and Todd 
Akin in Missouri. Mourdock had defeat- 
ed long-time establishment incumbent 
Richard Lugar (Freedom Index score 58 
percent) in the primary. Indeed, Rove told 
the Dallas gathering that “it’s not a ques- 
tion of ideology,” he said. “The quality of 
candidates matters.” 

Rove’s underlings have repeated the 
same mantra to eager establishment media 
outlets. “There is a broad concern about 
having blown a significant number of 
races because the wrong candidates were 
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selected,’ Steven J. Law, the president of 
American Crossroads, told the New York 
Times for February 2. “We don’t view our- 
selves as being in the incumbent protec- 
tion business, but we want to pick the most 
conservative candidate who can win.” 

“We’ve given away at least five seats in 
the last two election cycles, maybe more, 
because of poor candidates,” Rove said. 
“Our donors said, “We’re happy to write big 
checks, but we’re sick and tired of writing 
checks for campaigns that can’t win.’” 

Of course, Rovian establishment candi- 
dates won most GOP nominations in GOP 
primaries in 2012 before being thrashed 
in the November general election. Rove 
claimed to be neutral in the Republican 
presidential primary in 2012, but he at- 
tacked all the non-Romney candidates as 
unelectable. As Salon, the online maga- 
zine, put it in 2011: “Karl Rove has already 
begun his independent, well-funded cam- 
paign to return a Republican to the White 
House. Any Republican will do, honestly, 
but he would strongly prefer a somewhat 
competent and ‘electable’ one, thank you 
very much. So he’s attacking all the 
non-Mitt Romney candidates.” 

American Crossroads/Crossroads 
GPS may even be a poster child for 
the irrelevancy of massive, unlim- 
ited corporate spending on elections 
in the wake of the Citizens United 
Supreme Court decision. Of the 
eight races where Crossroads spent 
$500,000 or more in 2012, it lost 
seven races, winning only the Ne- 
braska U.S. Senate race. That hardly 
counted as a victory, however, as Re- 
publican Deb Fischer never trailed 
Democratic former Senator Bob 
Kerrey in the race. Nebraska is one 
of the reddest of red states, where 
Republicans control all state offices 
(turning out Democratic Governor 
Ben Nelson in the 2012 election), 
the state legislature, and all federal 
legislators. 

Contrast this with former Con- 
gressman Ron Paul’s endorsement 
record, where an astonishing eight 
of 11 U.S. House candidate en- 
dorsements Paul made won their 
elections. Or the Ron Paul-aligned 
Liberty For All Super PAC, which 
raised $3 million during the 2012 
election cycle — only one percent 
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of the Crossroads fundraising — and won 
nine of 10 races into which they commit- 
ted funding. Apparently, money isn’t ev- 
erything, and elections can’t always be 
bought by saturating the airwaves with 
information-starved attack ads. 

Rove’s new project has drawn criticism 
from many conservative quarters, even 
from Washington conservatives. “This is 
a continuation of the establishment’s ef- 
fort to avoid blame for their horrible per- 
formance in the 2012 elections,” Senate 
Conservatives Fund Executive Director 
Matt Hoskins told the press after Rove’s 
announcement. “They blew a ton of races 
up and down the ticket because they re- 
cruited moderate Republicans who didn’t 
stand for anything. Now they want to use 
this new PAC to trick donors into giving 
them more money so they can lose more 
races.” The Senate Conservatives Fund 
was founded by former South Carolina 
Republican Senator Jim DeMint, who now 
also heads up the Heritage Foundation. 

The economically minded Club for 
Growth — another deep-pockets contrib- 
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Wannabe GOP kingmaker? Bush-era campaign manager 
Karl Rove has tried to guide the outcomes of GOP primaries 
through fundraising for candidates, but his record of 
backing candidates is poor, losing seven of eight races 
where he committed more than $500,000. 
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utor in 2012 — contrasted its view with 
that of Rove’s in a CBS interview. “The 
only thing that matters to us is what the 
candidate believes, and whether they have 
core beliefs based on pro-growth policy, 
economic issues only is what we do at the 
Club for Growth. What Karl Rove and 
some of the establishment groups only 
care about is the brand. They only care if 
someone’s a Republican or not. They don’t 
really care what their core beliefs are,” 
Club for Growth President Chris Chocola 
told CBS news. 

But Rove’s project did not receive any 
criticism from Senator Marco Rubio, who 
responded to the question — “Do you 
think this Conservative Victory Project 
is a good idea?” — with the following: 
“Karl Rove was one of my earliest sup- 
porters; even when I was thirty points 
down in the polls he wrote me a check, 
he told people he was supporting me, he 
helped me in my race and I was thirty or 
forty points down. That’s important for 
fairness to say that. Ultimately, when I 
was the nominee American Crossroads 
came in to Florida and spent a lot 
of money on my candidacy and 
we're grateful for that. But by the 
same token, I would not have been 
elected without Tea Party support.” 

The abject failure of Rove’s 
deep-pockets money in 2012 does 
not necessarily mean success or 
failure in 2014 and beyond. But 
the Tea Party’s attention is being 
captivated by Ron Paul’s “Liberty” 
movement at the moment, a fact 
highlighted by Rand Paul’s filibus- 
ter. Neocon warmonger David Frum 
noted in a post-filibuster missive on 
the online Daily Beast, “Most Re- 
publican senators don’t share [Rand 
Paul’s] nightmarish vision of their 
country, thank goodness.... Where 
Rand Paul led, other Republicans 
followed: some out of conviction, 
some out of opportunism, and some 
out of fear. Since 2008, the party 
has executed a huge about-face on 
issues of executive power and na- 
tional security. Yesterday marked 
an important pivot in that complex 
maneuver. I worry it won’t be the 

ast.” Lovers of freedom, however, 
hope the corrected course will re- 
main straight. 
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counselors” who try to convince 
women not to have abortions 
have been targeted by the Obama 
administration under the FACE Act, 
though the administration has had 
little success in court. 
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President Obama’s controversial contraception mandate, requiring all employers — even 
religious ones — to provide contraception to employees, isn’t his only attack on pro-lifers. 


by Michael Tennant 


uch ink, both virtual and physi- 
cal, has been spilled over the 
Obama administration’s deci- 
sion to force employers to offer contra- 
ceptive coverage as part of their employee 
health insurance plans. The administra- 
tion’s callous disregard for the religious 
convictions of many employers — includ- 
ing those who, while not opposed to birth 
control per se, do not approve of contra- 
ceptives that can cause abortions — has 
rightly drawn condemnation from many 
quarters. The ruling is emblematic of Pres- 
ident Barack Obama’s status as “the most 
pro-abortion advocate to ever hold the na- 
tion’s top executive office,” in the words of 
the pro-life Susan B. Anthony List. 
But while the contraceptive mandate 
has garnered most of the attention, the 
administration has also been quietly wag- 
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ing war on the pro-life movement through 
legal action and intimidation. Although 
it has achieved few clear-cut victories in 
court, the mere fact that the full force of 
the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) is 
being brought to bear against those who 
stand up for life could inhibit many from 
continuing to defend the unborn in public. 


The administration’s primary weapon in 
its assault on pro-lifers is the Freedom of 
Access to Clinic Entrances (FACE) Act. 
Signed into law by President Bill Clinton 
in 1994, the act prohibits (1) any physi- 
cal interference with or intimidation of 
individuals entering or exiting an abor- 
tion clinic and (2) violence or threats of 
violence against clinic staff, volunteers, 
or patients. It was passed in the wake of 
a number of acts of violence against abor- 
tion clinics and doctors — acts that were 


already illegal under state penal codes and 
were prosecuted as such. The law, there- 
fore, was both unnecessary and — because 
it exceeds the federal government’s enu- 
merated powers — unconstitutional. 

It also singles out abortion clinics for 
preferential treatment under federal law. 
One is free to try to dissuade others from 
entering, say, a bar or a casino, but one 
dare not press his case too strongly with 
a woman seeking to terminate her preg- 
nancy or he risks having the DOJ haul him 
into court for violating the FACE Act — 
despite the fact that the law expressly up- 
holds individuals’ rights to free speech “re- 
gardless of the point of view expressed.” 

From the beginning, the FACE Act “was 
an intimidation tactic,’ Dana Cody, presi- 
dent and executive director of Life Legal 
Defense Foundation (LLDF), told THE 
NEw AMERICAN. “People would go out 
and engage in free exercise activity, and 
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FACE time: Ostensibly passed to protect abortion clinics and patrons from violence, the Freedom 
of Access to Clinic Entrances Act, signed by President Clinton in 1994, is often used to intimidate 


pro-life activists. 


when they saw that, okay, the consequence 
is going to be pretty severe here because of 
the penalties, many people stopped going 
out. So it really chilled free speech.” 

Although the FACE Act was employed 
somewhat aggressively under Clinton, 
during President George W. Bush’s eight 
years in office the DOJ brought only a sin- 
gle FACE case. In just the first four years 
of Obama’s presidency, by contrast, it has 
brought nine FACE cases. 

“The Obama administration has a 
mechanism in the FACE Act, and they’re 
using it to further their pro-abortion 
agenda,” Cody averred. “They’re in the 
pockets of Planned Parenthood and other 
pro-abortion forces that helped get Obama 
elected. So to me it’s political pandering, 
it’s payback, and FACE is the mechanism 
to do it.” 


The administration’s callous disregard 
for the religious convictions of many 
employers — including those who, while 


not opposed to birth control per se, do 
not approve of contraceptives that can 
cause abortions — has rightly drawn 

condemnation from many quarters. 
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Likewise, Operation Rescue president 
Troy Newman told NPR in 2011 that the 
Obama administration is using the FACE 
Act against peaceful abortion opponents 
as “a political tool to shut them up, shut 
them down and make them go away.” 

Consider the case of Richard Retta, an 
octogenarian father of seven and grand- 
father of 11 who was charged under the 
FACE Act with being a “hazardous physi- 
cal obstruction” at a Planned Parenthood 
clinic located just two blocks from the 
White House. 

Retta is credited with helping hundreds 
of women choose life, which, of course, 
has cost the clinic a pretty penny. Thus, 
when the opportunity to be rid of this ex- 
pensive pest presented itself, the clinic, 
with the assistance of its willing allies in 
the Obama administration, seized it. 

That opportunity arrived 
on January 8, 2012, when, 
according to a Lifeline article 
by LLDF senior staff coun- 
sel Allison Aranda, “a young 
girl left the clinic and ap- 
proached Retta for help. The 
escorts were so outraged that 
they grabbed her arm and 
attempted to drag her back 
inside the clinic so that she 
would not be influenced by 
Retta. Retta quickly inter- 


vened and pled with the girl to not let the 
escorts force her to have an abortion.” 

The DOJ claimed that Retta physically 
prevented the girl from reentering the 
clinic — the humane thing to do under 
the circumstances, though Retta denies 
having done so — thereby violating the 
FACE Act. It wanted Retta to pay $10,000 
in civil penalties and $15,000 in damages 
to his alleged victims. It also sought an in- 
junction to keep him away from the clinic. 

In a settlement reached in January, the 
government got its injunction, forcing 
Retta to remain outside a “buffer zone” 
around the clinic gate, but it did not get 
any money or an admission of liability out 
of him. According to his attorney, Edward 
White, senior counsel of the American 
Center for Law and Justice, “Retta con- 
tinues to do his important pro-life work 
outside the Planned Parenthood of Metro- 
politan Washington Clinic with success” 
— just from a slight distance. 


Other pro-life advocates have been simi- 
larly charged, and their cases have been 
resolved even more favorably. 

“Sidewalk counselor” Kenneth Scott 
was charged under the FACE Act with 
physically obstructing access to a Colora- 
do Planned Parenthood clinic because he 
would wait near the entrance to the park- 
ing lot and attempt to speak with and hand 
pro-life literature to those entering the lot. 
The government sought $10,000 in civil 
penalties and an injunction to keep him 
away from the clinic. 

The DOJ tried to obtain a preliminary 
injunction against Scott but was rebuffed 
by U.S. District Judge Philip Brimmer, 
who ruled in January 2012 that the gov- 
ernment had failed to prove that it was 
likely to prevail at trial. Two months later 
the government came around to Brim- 
mer’s way of thinking and dropped the 
case. 

In January 2010, David Hamilton was 
handing literature to women entering a 
Louisville, Kentucky, abortion clinic. 
Clinic volunteers locked arms to block 
him, and Hamilton pushed the arm of one 
escort out of the way so he could give liter- 
ature to a woman. For this he was charged 
with disorderly conduct for “pushing and 
shoving clinic escorts.” 

The misdemeanor charge was dismissed 
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in May 2010 after Hamilton completed 
eight hours of community service. Two 
months later he moved to Houston, Texas, 
thinking the scuffle was behind him. 

However, over a year after the inci- 
dent — which, according to LifeNews. 
com, “was such a minor offense that 
Anne Ahola, the director of the abortion 
business, told the Louisville [Courier- 
Journal] she doesn’t remember it” — the 
DOJ tracked him down and charged him 
with violating the FACE Act. The depart- 
ment tried to take Hamilton for $20,000 
($15,000 in civil penalties and $5,000 in 
damages) and slap an injunction on him 
so that he could not approach the clinic — 
something he was unlikely to do now that 
he lived 800 miles away. 

The case was settled in January 2013. 
Hamilton agreed to pay $2,500 to “pro- 
abortion protestor Jane Fitts, who has no 
association with the abortion clinic” and 
who “testified in a deposition [that the 
payment] was unwarranted,” reported 
LifeNews.com. 

LLDF, which funded Hamilton’s de- 
fense, issued a statement saying: “David 
had to make a difficult decision, but the 
settlement once again thwarts the plan of 
the Obama administration to get an injunc- 
tion against pro-lifers. Faced with an ex- 
pensive trial and travel back from Texas 
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where he now resides, Hamilton decided 
that paying some nominal amount just to 
settle the case was appropriate. The case is 
dismissed and cannot be brought back and 
there is no injunction and no fine.” 

Perhaps the most interesting case is that 
of Mary Susan Pine, a woman who had 
an abortion years ago and now does side- 
walk counseling outside an abortion clinic 
in hopes of persuading other women not 
to make the same mistake she did. The 
Obama administration charged Pine under 
the FACE Act with obstructing access to 
the Presidential Women’s Center (PWC) 
abortion clinic in West Palm Beach, Flor- 
ida. Pine was accused of passing in front 
of a car entering the PWC parking lot, 
causing the driver to stop, then walking to 
the side of the car, talking with the driver, 
and handing him a pamphlet. The car then 
went on its way. 

“But passing in front of a car, talking 
to the driver from the side of the car and 
handing a pamphlet is not obstructing ac- 
cess,” observed Timothy Carney of the 
Washington Examiner. “The DOJ, despite 
carrying on this case for a year and a half, 
never presented any evidence that Pine ob- 
structed anyone’s access or tried to.” 

The evidence might have existed on the 
clinic’s surveillance tapes; but in keep- 
ing with its standard policy, the clinic de- 


Operation muzzle: 
Troy Newman, 
president of Operation 
Rescue, charged 

that the Obama 
administration is using 
the FACE Act against 
pro-lifers as “a political 
tool to shut them up, 
shut them down and 
make them go away.” 


stroyed the tapes after a few weeks. How- 
ever, Carney pointed out, “the DOJ had a 
perfect opportunity to review and preserve 
them because DOJ officials visited the 
PWC the day after the ‘incident’ to begin 
building its case against Susan Pine.” This 
suggests that the government knew it had 
no case and figured it was better off bluff- 
ing than producing evidence that would 
surely exonerate Pine. 

U.S. District Judge Kenneth Ryskamp 
saw through the DOJ’s bluff, issuing a 
summary judgment in Pine’s favor and 
ordering the department to pay $120,000 
to cover her legal costs. (The government 
appealed the decision, only to turn around 
and drop the case within weeks.) In his 
decision, Ryskamp noted the absence of 
evidence against Pine, including “any ef- 
forts to obtain the identities of ... the al- 
leged victims.” 

“The Court is at a loss as to why the 
Government chose to prosecute this par- 
ticular case in the first place,” he wrote, 
though he suggested one possible motive: 
“The Court can only wonder whether this 
action was the product of a concerted ef- 
fort between the Government and the 
PWC, which began well before the date 
of the incident at issue, to quell Ms. Pine’s 
activities rather than to vindicate the rights 
of those allegedly aggrieved by Ms. Pine’s 
conduct.” 


In fact, the congenial relationship be- 
tween the Obama administration and 
the abortion industry extends far beyond 
West Palm Beach and goes back to the 
beginning of Obama’s first term. In June 
2009, the administration convened a 
meeting of the National Task Force on 
Violence Against Reproductive Health 
Care Providers, another Clinton-era sop 
to the abortion lobby. After that, the DOJ 
began conducting nationwide FACE Act 
training sessions for federal and local law 
enforcement. 

Considering that the authors of the 
resource guide used in the training were 
the Feminist Majority Foundation, the 
National Abortion Federation, and the 
Planned Parenthood Federation of Amer- 
ica, there was never any chance that pro- 
lifers would be given a fair shake. Indeed, 
throughout the guide abortion opponents 
are portrayed as crazed “anti-choice in- 
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“Sidewalk counselor” Kenneth Scott 
was charged under the FACE Act with 
physically obstructing access to a 
Colorado Planned Parenthood clinic 


because he would wait near the entrance 
to the parking lot and attempt to speak 
with and hand pro-life literature to those 


entering the lot. 


dividuals” bent on the destruction of “re- 
productive health clinics and health care 
providers” by the most violent means 
possible. One would never know from 
reading the guide that the vast majority of 
pro-life activists are peaceful protesters 
and sidewalk counselors, some of whom, 
according to Cody, actually adopt chil- 
dren whose mothers choose not to abort 
them. 

The guide recommends filing civil rath- 
er than criminal charges under the FACE 
Act because civil trials require a lower 
burden of proof and offer abundant op- 
portunities for injunctions and monetary 
awards. It also suggests that law enforce- 
ment “build relationships with [abortion] 
providers” — which is to say that the 
cops should be at the abortionists’ beck 
and call. (Such tight relationships can be a 
boon to clinics, but they can also produce 
debacles like the Pine case.) 

As the examples above demonstrate, 
the Obama administration has not fared 
well in bringing FACE actions against 
pro-lifers. Most of the cases have ended 
either in dismissal or in far more mod- 
est settlements than the administration 
sought. At best the government has man- 
aged to obtain injunctions keeping a hand- 
ful of protesters away from abortion clin- 
ics. Why keep filing these lawsuits when 
they aren’t succeeding? 

“Sometimes just the sheer cost of a legal 
defense is going to make somebody com- 
pliant when they know they shouldn’t have 
to be,” argued Cody. She believes that part 
of the reason the administration is losing 
so many cases is that “they just think it’s 
going to be a slam dunk,” and so they file 
suits without adequate evidence and show 
up in court less than fully prepared. 
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And what if there’s a pro- 
lifer they want to silence 
but don’t even have enough 
flimsy evidence to haul him 
into court? They take the in- 
timidation route. 

That is what happened to 
pro-life activist Andy Moore, 
a New Zealand native, last 
summer, as this author re- 
ported in THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN online: 


On July 13 FBI agents appeared at 
Moore’s Dallas, Texas, home and 
proceeded to question him for more 
than an hour despite having no evi- 
dence that he had committed a crime. 
According to Moore’s mother-in-law, 
pro-life leader Jill Stanek, the agents 
asked “totally inappropriate ques- 
tions clearly aimed at intimidating 
Andy,” including some about his 
wife, his religion, his reasons for 
protesting abortion, and other pro- 
life activists. They questioned him 
in depth about his relationship with 
Stanek and her influence on his ac- 
tivism. And they suggested that he’d 
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better watch his step because, as an 
immigrant who has not yet attained 
U.S. citizenship, one felony on his 
record could get him deported. “You 
wouldn’t want to be apart from your 
wife and newborn,” Stanek reported 
they said. 


Ostensibly the visit was prompted by a 
few minor complaints about Moore’s style 
of protesting; more likely, the administra- 
tion was trying to get to Stanek through 
Moore. Stanek has been on Obama’s 
bad side ever since the 2008 presidential 
campaign, when she publicized his four 
votes as an Illinois state senator against 
legislation that would have required doc- 
tors to assist babies that survive abortion 
attempts. (Stanek had observed babies 
that survived abortions being left to die 
in a utility room at Christ Hospital in Oak 
Lawn, Illinois.) Stanek has continued to 
criticize Obama throughout his adminis- 
tration. It is therefore quite reasonable to 
suspect that she is the real target of these 
intimidation tactics. 

Shortly after the incident, LLDF sent 
a letter to the FBI, accusing the govern- 
ment of undertaking “‘a witch hunt of any- 
one who is openly critical of the Obama 
administration” and vowing to expose the 
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No good deed goes unpunished: For the “crime” of standing outside a Planned Parenthood clinic 
and talking women out of killing their unborn children, Richard Retta was prosecuted under the 
FACE Act. He is now forbidden to go near the clinic entrance. 
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FBI’s “Gestapo tactics” and “take immediate action in federal 
court” if these tactics did not cease. Cody told TNA that the 
foundation has since filed Freedom of Information Act requests 
on behalf of Moore and Stanek, though “so far ... we’ve been 
stonewalled.” She did, however, state that this is the only instance 
of this type of intimidation of which she is aware. 

Of course, the Obama administration now has another four years 
to dream up new ways of stifling pro-life activism, and Obama 
won’t have to concern himself with facing voters again. Does that 
mean the attacks on pro-lifers are likely to increase? 

“Tt’s really difficult to predict,” Cody said. “I think that on so 
many levels we’re seeing our rights being taken away — Second 
Amendment rights, healthcare — that my tendency would be to 
say they will step up prosecutions with FACE. But then part of me 
says that they’ve really been so unsuccessful maybe they’re finally 
getting a clue.” 

“T don’t think they’ll go away,” she added. “Maybe they’Il be 
more selective.” 

Even selective prosecutions and intimidations, however, can 
take their toll on a movement. Beijing, after all, doesn’t imprison 
every Chinese dissident — just enough to ensure the compliance 
of the rest. 

Another four years of assaults on the pro-life movement could 
convince many activists to put down their picket signs and go 
home, decimating the movement. Obama and his pals in the abor- 
tion industry are undoubtedly hoping they do. It’s up to pro-life 
activists and legal foundations to make sure they don’t. & 
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Falling on its FACE: The Obama administration, like the pro-abortion 
forces shown here, tried to silence Kenneth Scott’s pro-life message 
and take him for $10,000 — but ended up dropping the case. 
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Using letters to the editor to various newspapers, this economics professor — in the 
Austrian School of economics — slices and dices claims made in those news organs. 
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by Jack Kenny 


Hypocrites & Half-wits: A Daily Dose of 
Sanity From Cafe Hayek, by Donald J. 
Boudreaux, Erie, Pennsylvania: Free to 
Choose Press, 2012, 230 pages, hardcover. 


dit will ever be nominated for a seat 

on the U.S. Supreme Court. Pundits 
have in common the one thing that has dis- 
qualified nominees to the high court in the 
past couple of decades. They have what is 
called a “paper trail” of their writings for 
newspaper columns and/or musings on TV 
talk shows, easily recoverable through the 
magic of videotape. 


I t seems a safe bet that no mere pun- 
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J. BOUDREAUX 


ee | One of the best at the game 
of “catch them in their con- 
tradictions” is Donald J. Bou- 


dreaux, a professor of econom- 
ics at George Mason University 
in Fairfax, Virginia. He is also 
a prolific and highly disciplined 
newspaper reader and letter 
writer. A devotee of the Aus- 
trian School of economics and 
a disciple of the late Friedrich 
Hayek, Boudreaux makes a 
point of writing at least one let- 
ter to the editor every day, and 
his letters, as well as his longer 
articles, have been published in 
the New York Times, the Wall 
Street Journal, the Washing- 
ton Post, and an undetermined 
number of local, state, and re- 
gional publications. Indeed, 
few journals, large or small, 
have escaped his eagle-eyed at- 
tention. His radar screen picks 
up all types of false statements 
and unwise and inconsistent 
policy pronouncements, North 
and South, East and West. 

The Concord Monitor of 
New Hampshire, for example, 
does not circulate anywhere 
near Fairfax, except in cyber- 
space, where Professor Boudreaux no 
doubt encountered a Monitor editorial 
calling for an end to bottled water because 
the empty bottles were taking up too much 
space in landfills. So the Monitor editors 
thought, anyway, until Professor Bou- 
dreaux took them to school by offering to 
try his hand at “such arrogance” as was 
expressed in the offending editorial. 

“Habitual reading of newspapers is 
a waste of money,” Boudreaux wrote. 
“Newspapers are a source of landfill 
waste. Millions of tons of newsprint are 
dumped into landfills every day. And pro- 
ducing these inky pages also wastes fuel 
— fuel used to power paper mills, printing 
presses and delivery trucks. Oh, and what 


about trees?” In fewer than 200 words, the 
professor demonstrated the worth of the 
Concord Monitor editorial, one of many 
destined, fittingly enough, for a New 
Hampshire landfill. 

In Hypocrites and Half-wits, Professor 
Boudreaux has assembled an impressive 
collection of his letters to the editor and 
has demonstrated how easy and enjoyable 
it is to punch large holes into economic 
and political theories spun mostly in the 
air between the steeple and the ozone 
layer by people taken as experts for all 
of their airy pronouncements. Take for 
example Nobel Prize-winning economist 
Paul Krugman of the New York Times, a 
columnist who two or three times a week 
scolds the political class for its “obsession 
with austerity.” But deflating austerity and 
minimizing the importance of budget defi- 
cits are a fairly new obsession for Krug- 
man, as Boudreaux demonstrates. 


In 2005, when Mr. Krugman insisted 
that government’s deficit was “in- 
deed a major problem,” that deficit 
was 2.5 percent of GDP. Today, when 
Mr. Krugman is no longer concerned 
about the budget deficit, that deficit 
will be about 11 percent of GDP. 
Hmmmm... 


Gosh, the erudite New York Times col- 
umnist is highly partisan, finding deficits 
troubling in a Republican administration, 
but not with a Democrat in the White 
House. How strange. 

Well, speaking of partisanship, the 
Congress errs most consistently when 
practicing bipartisanship. And what could 
be more commanding of bipartisan sup- 
port than the minimum wage? So leave 
it to Professor Boudreaux to discover 
the blatant inconsistency in Sen. Sher- 
rod Brown’s zeal for an increase in the 
minimum wage at the same time the Ohio 
Democrat was advertising for interns to 
work in his Senate office at no pay, just 
to gain the valuable experience. Having 
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someone work for you for no pay is pa- 
triotic and civic-minded. Paying someone 
a nickel less than the federally mandated 
minimum wage, however, can bring you 
to the attention of the U.S. Department of 
Labor and get you a substantial fine for 
violation of U.S. law. Another example of 
a high government official saying, “Don’t 
do as we do, do as we say.” 

Whoever said economics is “the dis- 
mal science” should read this book and 
get acquainted with Professor Boudreaux. 
The laws of economics are the means by 
which he checks the erroneous assump- 
tions of liberals and conservatives alike. 
The author shows why it is nonsense to 
believe that absent federal subsidies, no 
low-income housing would be built or that 
without federal laws to protect the endan- 
gered species, they would all have long 
since vanished. The law of supply and 
demand has been suspended in the minds 
of presidents and members of Congress. 

Boudreaux is a defender of not only 
economic freedom, but he speaks up for 
the freedom of speech and the press as 
well, rebutting the arguments of those 
who want a return to the Federal Commu- 
nications Commission’s “Fairness Doc- 
trine,” requiring broadcasters to make 
time available free of charge for people 
to rebut the arguments of others who have 
paid for their time. And he shows a liber- 
tarian’s understanding of the connection 
between the welfare state and the warfare 
state. The architect of the modern welfare 
state was Otto von Bismark, the Prus- 
sian ruler who believed that a citizenry 
dependent on the bounty of the nation- 
state would be willing to provide their 
sons as fodder for Bismark’s wars. In our 
time, we have seen President George W. 
Bush promote a prescription drug benefit, 
worth hundreds of billions, while also 
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launching a war with popu- 
lar support and no factual 
basis to justify it. 

Boudreaux has read well 
the tendencies of the wel- 
fare/warfare state and the 
“progressive movement” 
that spawned it. Its motto, 
as expressed by an Ameri- 
can admirer of the German 
system, is that “the individ- 
ual exists for the state, not 
the state for the individual.” 
That is why some still think 
it is honorable and just for 
the state to conscript young 
men into military service. 

At times, it is difficult to 
determine who are the hyp- 
ocrites and who are merely 
half-witted. Boudreaux cites 
the example of a woman in 
Galveston, Texas, who was 
heard in a broadcast news 
report complaining that gas 
prices had jumped in antici- 
pation of the disruptions of 
an approaching hurricane. 

“It’s ridiculous!” she protested. “Ike 
hadn’t even hit yet.’ Yet she was not 
waiting for the hurricane to hit before 
she went out to top off her tank in an- 
ticipation of shorter supplies and higher 
prices to come. She was condemning the 
oil companies for responding to her own 
increased demand. 

The minds of editorial writers also ap- 
pear to be impervious to the law of sup- 
ply and demand. Boudreaux takes on the 
writer of an editorial in the Baltimore 
Sun over that paper’s assertion that the 
reason the diamondback terrapin is an 
endangered species is that “demand for 
them as food or pets has skyrocketed.” 
Boudreaux wonders, then, 
why increased demand for 
chicken as food or Jack 
Russell terriers for pets has 
not caused those species to 
become endangered. The 
difference is that the breed- 
ing of the chickens and the 
terriers is rewarded by prof- 
its in the free market, while 
the terrapin are owned by 
the state. His explanation 
reminds one of the observa- 


Donald J. 
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tion years ago that if communists ruled 
the Sahara Desert, within a few years 
there would be a shortage of sand. 

Responding to a Washington Post edi- 
torial, Boudreaux takes on the assertion 
that the Tea Party suffers from a “fatu- 
ous infatuation” with the very wording of 
the Constitution, heedless of what more 
sophisticated Post readers know, that the 
Constitution is valuable “only because 
it has been wisely adapted to changing 
times. To adhere to the very word of its 
every clause hardly is respectful of the 
Founding Fathers.” 

So, asks Boudreaux, “if govern- 
ment officials and the courts are free to 
choose which words of the Constitution 
to ‘adhere to’ and which to ignore, what 
meaning does the Constitution really 
possess?” 

The Constitution possesses such 
meaning as a free and honest people are 
willing to recognize. Hypocrites and 
half-wits are another story. And in this 
small but fascinating book, Boudreaux 
has told the story brilliantly. Whether the 
end is a sad or happy one is up to us. In 
the end it remains “We the People” who 
must decide. 
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THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Philly Man Pays It Forward 


A recovering drug addict in Philadelphia 
with a long rap sheet has in the past often 
found himself on the wrong side of the 
law, but he is now being hailed a hero after 
rescuing a man from subway tracks. 

On March 28, Christopher Knafelc, 32, 
arrived at a North Philadelphia station, 
and he saw a man fall off the platform 
onto the tracks. Instinctively, Knafelc as- 
serts, he jumped down onto the tracks to 
save the man, as he knew a train would be 
arriving shortly. 

The Sandusky Register reported, “He 
called up to people on the platforms to get 
the trains stopped and he held the man’s 
head and neck stable until firefighters ar- 
rived. Train traffic was halted.” 

Nobody knows what caused the 
63-year-old man to fall on the tracks, 
though surveillance videos reveal him 
walking slowly toward the platform’s edge 
and then over it. He is in stable condition 
at a nearby hospital. 

“He didn’t thank me, but I know he was 
thankful,’ Knafelc told the Daily News. 
“You know what I mean? In my heart, I 
believe he was.” 

Knafelc is refusing to accept praise for 
his good deed. “I don’t see it as being he- 
roic. I just see it as doing the right thing,” 
Knafelc said. “I can’t imagine not helping 
someone in that position.” 

He is, however, viewing his good deed, 
as well as the praise, as further indication 
that he is finally on the right path in his 
life. “It did help reinforce that I’m a good 
person,” Knafelc told the Associated Press 
in an interview at his mother’s south Phila- 
delphia apartment. “I questioned that a lot 
because of my colorful past.” 

Knafelc has been battling with sub- 
stance abuse, including heroin and Oxy- 
contin, since middle school, and spent 
many of his years in rehab. “I created a 
pretty deep hole to come out of,” he said. 

In 2010, he pled guilty to charges of 
theft, driving under the influence, driving 
without a license, and child endangerment. 
But two years ago, he moved to Philadel- 
phia, where his mother and cousin live, in 
order to get a fresh start. 

Knafelc explained that he has now been 
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sober for two and a half years, since the 
day he picked up his daughter from her 
crib and she smiled at him. “That was the 
most powerful thing I’ve ever felt in my 
life to this day,” Knafelc said. “It was bet- 
ter than any high from drugs.” 

Knafelc asserted that he’s received so 
much help from his family members that he 
simply wants to pass on the good deed. “T'll 
never be able to repay them, financially or 
any other way,” Knafelc said. “The next 
best thing I can do is pay it forward.” 


Soldiers on the Scene 


Two soldiers saved an injured driver from 
being trapped in her vehicle after a horri- 
ble collision in Atlanta, Georgia, on March 
25. Their actions were caught on camera, 
and one of the soldiers was identified as 
Taylor Richardson. 

A local news station caught up with 
Richardson, who recalled the incident: “I 
was coming down the road here and came 
to the intersection and saw a bus on the side 
of the road and a bunch of kids standing 
on the sidewalk,” Richardson recalled. “At 
first, I thought ‘Wow, a lot of kids live in this 
neighborhood. This is quite the bus stop.” 

Seconds later, Richardson realized that a 
bad accident had taken place. A vehicle had 
slammed into the back of the bus and was 
smashed. The driver was trapped inside. 

Immediately, Richardson jumped into 
action, along with a still-unidentified fe- 
male soldier. Other drivers simply drove 
past the scene. 

Local news 11Alive.com reported, “The 
odds are remarkable that two soldiers, who 
didn’t know each other, would jump into 
action at the same scene at the same time.” 

“(The driver) was having some left- 
side leg and hip pain, and she was stuck 
in the vehicle and couldn’t get out,” Rich- 
ardson said. 

“At that point, I looked over to my right 
and out of nowhere another member from 
the Army showed up. Never met her be- 
fore; we weren’t there together; we just 
worked together. We don’t need to be from 
the same place to work together well.” 

“{The female soldier] kind of gave me 
a hand and held c-spine for the patient,” 
Richardson continued. “And I tried to get in 


on the other side (of the car), and the door 
was jammed. I came to the other side.” 

The two managed to pop the door open 
and fold it toward the driver’s side tire and 
get the driver out of the vehicle just as the 
dashboard began smoking on the inside. 

Fortunately, Richardson has extensive 
training in emergency scenarios. 

Neighbor David Hexton captured the 
entire incident on video, reported WXIA. 
“This street in general is one of the worst 
in Atlanta,” said Hexton. “Every other 
week there’s an accident.” 

“T heard a boom, and I’m like another 
car accident,” said Hexton. “So I look out- 
side; there was a bus that stopped right in 
front of my place that was full of kids. I 
looked behind it there’s a fender on the 
road and a smashed up car,” he noted. 

Hexton was astounded by the quick ac- 
tion of the military personnel. “Oh, my 
God it was amazing,” said Hexton. “It was 
amazing.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Absent any involvement of the federal or local government, racial discrimination in 
Major League Baseball was eliminated — spurred on by economics and Christianity. 


by Jack Kenny 


ost people know of Jackie 
Robinson as the Hall of Fame 
player who finally broke base- 


ball’s color barrier when he broke in with 
the Brooklyn Dodgers in the 1940s. Little 
known and long forgotten, however, is the 
blow against racial inequality that Robin- 
son struck while serving in the U.S. Army 
during World War II. Eleven years before 
Rosa Parks refused to yield her seat to a 
white passenger on a Montgomery, Ala- 
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bama, bus, Lieutenant Jack Roosevelt 
Robinson was court-martialed for refus- 
ing to move to the back of a bus in Fort 
Hood, Texas. 

The incident and the trial were made 
the subjects of a little-remembered movie 
called The Court-Martial of Jackie Rob- 
inson. The arrest of Rosa Parks in De- 
cember of 1955 sparked the Montgomery 
bus boycott that not only brought an end 
to segregation on the city buses but also 
became a cause célébre for a civil rights 
movement that became the dominant do- 


mestic political issue in America in the 
1950s and ’60s. Robinson’s act of rebel- 
lion in 1944 set in motion a different kind 
of revolution that led to his entrance on 
the national stage as the man who would 
change America by changing America’s 
game, its “national pastime.” Breaking 
the barrier of racism while enduring ra- 
cial taunts, beanballs, and death threats 
would have been a daunting challenge for 
any man. It is all the more remarkable that 
Robinson achieved that goal in a game so 
steeped in tradition and resistant to change 


33 


HISTORY. 


left college before his senior 
ugh unlike so many of todays 


etes, it was not to sign a multi- 


dollar contract with a major sports 
“It seemed very necessary for me 
some of my mother’s financial 


that Bill Veeck, a team owner who brought 
an exploding scoreboard and a pinch-hit- 
ting midget (with a small strike zone) to 
the game, once complained that only the 
paper clip had undergone less change in a 
hundred years than baseball. 


From Cairo to Cooperstown 
It was a long, roundabout route Jackie 
Robinson followed, from his birth in 
1919 on a plantation near Cairo, Geor- 
gia, to a hero’s role with the Brooklyn 
Dodgers. Not long after his birth as the 
youngest of five children, his father, a 
black sharecropper, deserted the family 
and ran off with a neighbor’s wife. His 
mother took the children to an uncle’s 
home in California before they settled 
into a place of their own in Pasadena. His 
mother found a job, washing and iron- 
ing, Robinson recalled in his autobiogra- 
phy, / Never Had It Made. Her earnings, 
together with welfare assistance, helped 
to make ends meet, though just barely. 

“Sometimes there were just two meals 
a day,” Robinson wrote, “and some days 
we wouldn’t have eaten at all if it hadn’t 
been for the leftovers my mother was able 
to bring home from her job.” His mother’s 
dream was that her children would get an 
education. For Jackie and his older broth- 
er Mack, the love of athletic competition 
was the spur that drove them through high 
school and college. When Jackie set a new 
record for the broad jump at Pasadena Ju- 
nior College, it was Mack’s record that he 
broke. Despite a heart ailment that doctors 
warned could make his sports activities 
fatal, Mack Robinson went on to become 
an Olympic sprinter, finishing second to 
the legendary Jesse Owens at the 1936 
Olympics in Berlin. 

While in junior college, Jackie made 
local history in two sports in two cities on 
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the same day, setting a new 
running broad jump record of 
25 feet 6 inches in Pomona 
in the morning and playing 
shortstop on the Pasadena 
team that won the champi- 
onship in Glendale that after- 
noon. At UCLA, he was the 
school’s first athlete to letter 
in four sports in the same 
year, starring in football, bas- 
ketball, baseball, and track. 
Robinson left college before 
his senior year, though unlike so many of 
today’s star athletes, it was not to sign a 
multi-million-dollar contract with a major 
sports franchise. 

“It seemed very necessary for me to 
relieve some of my mother’s financial 
burdens,” he wrote, “even though I knew 
it had always been her dream to have me 
finish college.” He found work in Hawaii, 
playing football for the Honolulu Bears 
on Sundays and working during the week 
for a construction company. The football 
season ended in November and by De- 
cember, Robinson was on a ship, headed 
home to California. He left Honolulu on 
December 5, 1941, just two days before 
the bombing of Pearl Harbor. 


- 


The “Jim Crow” Army 

By May 1942, Robinson was in a cavalry 
unit at Fort Riley, Kansas. When he ap- 
plied for Officer Candidates School, he 
encountered what he called his “first les- 
son about the fate of a black man in a 
Jim Crow army.” He and others in his unit 
had passed all the tests, but were not al- 
lowed to start school. They had been kept 
waiting for at least three months, Robin- 
son recalled, when heavyweight boxing 
champion Joe Louis was transferred to 
Fort Riley and learned of their fate. Louis 
used his connections to contact some in- 
fluential people in Washington, and the 
candidates were soon welcomed into 
OCS. Robinson became a second lieuten- 
ant in January 1943. 

He was transferred to Fort Hood, where 
he encountered the driver who ordered him 
to move to the back of the bus. Aware of an 
Army regulation barring racial discrimina- 
tion on any vehicle operating on an Army 
base, Robinson ignored the order. Yet the 
driver reported the alleged offense, and 
Robinson was brought to a court-martial. 
He was acquitted, but the trial caused him 
to miss his unit’s transfer overseas. 

Fed up with the Army, Robinson peti- 
tioned for and received an honorable dis- 


Famous family: Mack Robinson, 
Jackie’s brother, with the Silver 
Medal he won in the 1936 
Olympics, finishing four-tenths of 
a second behind Jesse Owens in 
the 200-meter dash. 
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charge in November 1944. He spent the 
1945 baseball season playing shortstop for 
the Negro League Kansas City Monarchs, 
with little expectation of advancing be- 
yond into the still all-white world of major 
and minor league baseball. Robinson and 
two other black players — Marvin Wil- 
liams and future Boston Braves outfielder 
Sam Jethroe — were given a brief tryout 
with the Boston Red Sox, but nothing ever 
came of it. The Boston teams, along with 
the rest of baseball, remained “lily white.” 


Branch Rickey's “Noble Experiment” 
That would soon change, due to the ef- 
forts of one of the shrewdest and most 
principled men in baseball history. Branch 
Rickey, then president and general man- 
ager of the Brooklyn Dodgers, was de- 
termined to break baseball’s color barrier 
for both moral and practical reasons. His 
ability to spot and evaluate baseball tal- 
ent was legendary. “He could recognize a 
great player from the window of a mov- 
ing train,” wrote sportswriter Jim Murray. 
He wanted the best players he could find, 
regardless of color, because he wanted to 
win, and winning would both satisfy his 
competitive spirit and bring more paying 
customers to the ballpark. And he rea- 
soned that black players would draw more 
black spectators, expanding the fan base. 

But Rickey was also a deeply moral 
and religious man, and racism offended 
his sense of fair play. The story has often 
been told of a time when, as coach of the 
Ohio Wesleyan University football team 
decades earlier, Rickey had confronted 
a hotel manager who would not assign a 
room to Charley Thomson, the team’s lone 
black player. They reached a compromise 
that allowed the player to sleep on a cot 
in Rickey’s room. Later the coach found 
Thomson sitting on the cot, sobbing and 
scratching at his hands as though trying to 
remove the black skin. 

“They’re black,” he said. “If only they 
were white, I’d be as good as anybody 
then, wouldn’t I, Mister Rickey?” 

“Charlie,” Rickey said, “the day will 
come when they won’t have to be white.” 


“Don't Fight Back” 

By 1945, Rickey was scouting the Negro 
Leagues for talent. As a cover, he an- 
nounced at a press conference that he was 
planning to start an all-Negro league of his 
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No handout, just a hand up: Jackie Robinson, still ina Montreal Royals uniform, meets Brooklyn 
Dodgers Manager Leo Durocher at spring training in Havana, Cuba, on March 31,1947, two weeks 
before Robinson’s first game with the major league club. Durocher faced down team bigots. 


own, to be called the United States League. 
Ironically, he was roundly denounced by 
civil rights advocates for perpetuating seg- 
regation in baseball to increase his own 
profits. When Robinson was invited to 
meet with Rickey in Brooklyn in 1945, he 
was told it was to discuss the opportunity 
to play on a new Negro team, the Brooklyn 
Brown Dodgers. 

When the two men met, Rickey came 
right to the point. He wanted Robinson 
for the Brooklyn Dodgers of the National 
League. He was clear, too, about the dan- 
gers that lie ahead for the first black player 
in the major leagues: the beanballs, the in- 
tentional spiking, and the racial taunts that 
would make any man, let alone one with the 
fiery, competitive spirit of Robinson, want 
to unload on his tormentors with unleashed 
fury. But Robinson, Rickey insisted, must 
not retaliate, must not fight back. He would 
have to “turn the other cheek” until he had 
established himself as a player who had 
gained the respect of teammates and op- 
ponents alike with his bat and his glove, 
not his fists. Robinson swallowed hard and 
agreed. He was assigned to the Dodgers’ 
top farm team, the Montreal Royals. 


At spring training, he was surrounded 
by reporters asking how he would get 
along with the white players, many of 
them from Southern states where segrega- 
tion was both the law and a way of life. 
Robinson answered cautiously, noting 
he’d had no problem getting along with 
white men in the Army or at Pasadena or 
UCLA. What would he do, he was asked, 
if a pitcher threw at his head? 

“Duck,” he replied. 

Once when Rickey saw Robinson make 
a spectacular play at second base, he de- 
scribed it as “superhuman.” Montreal 
manager Clay Hopper, a Mississippian, 
saw it differently. 

“Do you really think an****r’s a human 
being?” he asked. Rickey, practicing what 
he had preached to Robinson, simply ig- 
nored the question. 


The Black Cat “Cousin” 

When the Royals were playing in Syra- 
cuse, one of the Syracuse players hurled 
a live black cat from the dugout onto the 
field and yelled, “Hey, Jackie, there’s your 
cousin.” After the frightened cat had been 
removed and the game resumed, Robinson 
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who had a plane to catch, had to 
rowd as he left the ballpark. One 
ter observed, “It was probably 


lay in history that a black man 


white mob with love instead of 


doubled down the left field line and scored 
on a single to center. Passing the Syracuse 
dugout, he couldn’t resist a mild taunt of 
his own. “I guess my cousin’s pretty happy 
now,” he hollered. 

Robinson kept his cool, while leading 
the league in hitting and leading the Roy- 
als to the league championship. Follow- 
ing the championship-clinching game in 
Montreal, fans mobbed the players, hug- 
ging them and slapping them on the back. 
Robinson, who had a plane to catch, had to 
flee the crowd as he left the ballpark. One 
sportswriter observed, “It was probably 
the only day in history that a black man 
ran from a white mob with love instead of 
lynching on its mind.” 

The following year, Robinson was pro- 
moted to the big league club. The Dodgers 
moved their spring training site to Havana, 
Cuba, that year to avoid racial incidents and 
conflicts with Florida’s segregation laws. 
During a stop in Panama, word got out that 
some of the players were planning to cir- 
culate a petition to keep Robinson off the 
team. Determined to squelch the rebellion 
before it started, manager Leo Durocher 
addressed the entire team in a hastily ar- 
ranged post-midnight meeting. In his 1995 
biography of Robinson, Great Time Com- 
ing, David Falkner described how Duro- 
cher, with characteristic blunt and colorful 
prose, laid down the law to his team: 


I don’t care if the guy is yellow or 
black or if he has stripes like a f*** 
-n’ zebra. ’'m the manager of this 
team and I say he plays. What’s more, 
I say he can make us rich ... an’ if any 
of you guys can’t use the money, I’Il 
see that you’re traded. 


Rickey was equally determined that play- 


ers who balked at playing alongside Rob- 
inson would not long be playing for the 
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Dodgers. One player who 
asked to be traded was fan 
favorite Dixie Walker of 
Alabama, known in Brook- 
lyn as “the People’s Cherce” 
— the Brooklynese pronun- 
ciation of “people’s choice.” 
Walker remained with the 
club through Robinson’s 
first season but was traded to 
Pittsburgh soon after. Others 
who grudgingly accepted the 
presence of a black man on the team later 
came to appreciate his contributions to a 
winning ball club, as Rickey had antici- 
pated. “Ballplayers,” he observed, “are not 
adverse to cashing World Series checks.” 


A Strike Averted 

Some of the St. Louis Cardinals, mean- 
while, threatened to organize and carry 
out a players strike when the Dodgers 
would make their first trip to St. Louis 
in early May. National League President 
Ford Frick, without Durocher’s color- 
ful vocabulary, was no less emphatic in 
notifying the players they would be sus- 
pended if they carried out their threat. 
“The National League will go down the 


line with Robinson, whatever the conse- 
quence,” Frick told the players. “You will 
find if you go through with your inten- 
tion that you have been guilty of com- 
plete madness.” The strike was averted, 
and the games would go on. 

With the eyes of the nation upon him, 
Robinson, wearing uniform number 42, 
made his major league debut before a 
crowd of 26,623 at Ebbets Field in Brook- 
lyn on April 15, 1947. He went 0 for 4 that 
day and went hitless in his first 20 at bats. 
The racial taunts started early and reached 
such a level of abuse during an April visit 
to Brooklyn by the Philadelphia Phil- 
lies that Baseball Commissioner Happy 
Chandler warned the Phillies to keep race 
baiting out of their bench jockeying. Rob- 
inson inwardly seethed at the slurs, led 
by the Phillies’ leather-lunged manager, 
Ben Chapman. Not fighting back went 
against his every instinct. Years later he 
told sportswriter Roger Kahn that it was 
at that point that he was tempted to give up 
on Rickey’s “noble experiment”: 

All of a sudden I thought, the hell 

with this. This isn’t me. They’re mak- 

ing me be some crazy pacifist black 


Celebration: Robinson and Dodgers president Branch Rickey sign Robinson’s 1950 contract for 
an estimated $30,000 to $35,000 — pocket change for today’s baseball superstars. 
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No walk in the daisies: A frequent target of brushback and knockdown pitches, Robinson is sprawled in the batter’s box after being hit by a pitch in 


a game against the New York Giants at the Polo Grounds in 1951. 


freak. Hell, no, I’m going back to 
being myself. Right now. ’'m going 
to go into that dugout and grab one 
of those white sons of b*****s and 
smash his f*****g teeth and walk 
away. Walk away from this ballpark. 
Walk away from baseball. 


He did not retaliate, and he did not walk 
away, despite the racial taunts, the bean- 
balls, the spikings, and even the death 
threats that arrived with the daily mail, 
threatening not only Robinson, but in 
some cases, his wife and infant son as 
well. When the Dodgers arrived for a se- 
ries in Cincinnati, with a Ku Klux Klan 
cell across the river in Kentucky, FBI 
agents searched rooftops and upper stories 
of buildings overlooking the ballpark. 
The verbal abuse from opponents and 
spectators at some of the ballparks had the 
effect of breaking down invisible barriers 
between Robinson and the rest of the team. 
“Listen you yellow-bellied cowards,” 
infielder Eddy Stanky yelled at the Phillies 
dugout during one of those April games in 
Brooklyn, “why don’t you yell at some- 
body who can answer back?” When the 
Boston Braves were berating Robinson 
for his race and the rest of the Dodgers for 
being his teammates, shortstop and team 
captain Pee Wee Reese, a Southerner from 
Kentucky, made a point of walking over 
to Robinson and throwing an arm around 
him. And when Cardinals outfielder Enos 
Slaughter planted his spikes in Robinson, 
opening a gash in his leg, Dodger players 
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charged out of their dugout, ready to fight 
for a teammate under attack. 


“Ty Cobb in Technicolor” 

Robinson’s April slump didn’t last. His 
bat, his glove, and his speed and daring on 
the base paths were soon speaking louder 
than all the hollering and name-calling. 
Dubbed “Ty Cobb in Technicolor,” Rob- 
inson revived the art of base stealing, 
long dormant by the 1940s as teams had 
come increasingly to rely on their power 
hitters for run production. The specter of 
Robinson, etched in memory and frozen 
in time, dancing off third base to distract 
and rattle the pitcher, is as much a part of 
baseball lore as Babe Ruth’s home runs or 
a circus catch by Willie Mays. Falkner re- 
called one such moment that occurred be- 
fore 34,500 screaming fans on an August 
night in Brooklyn, with the Dodgers play- 
ing the New York Giants. As veteran Gi- 
ants pitcher Joe Beggs delivered a pitch, 
Robinson raced down the line toward 
home, then just as suddenly slammed on 
the brakes and retreated safely to third. 
On the next pitch Robinson again broke 
toward home: 


But this time the streaking Jackie 
Robinson, halfway, three-quarters 
of the way down the line, did not 
stop. He came all the way, flying on 
pigeon-toed spindly legs, arms flap- 
ping, his head a bauble above the dust 
as he slid beneath the tag applied by 
Walker Cooper. 


AP. Images 


It was the third time in that rookie season 
that Robinson had stolen home, as rare and 
electrifying a play as there is in baseball. 
Later a reporter posed a question to the 
Dodgers president. ““Who taught him to 
do things like that?” the stunned reporter 
asked. 

“Primarily God,” replied the devoutly 
religious Rickey. 


Cashing World Series Checks 

The Dodgers won the pennant that year, 
before losing to the Yankees in the World 
Series. Robinson finished the season with 
a .297 batting average, 12 home runs and 
48 runs batted in to go with 29 stolen bases 
and 125 runs scored. The Sporting News, 
having predicted at the start of the season 
that Rickey’s grand experiment would fail, 
honored Robinson with its Rookie of the 
Year award. 

Two years later, Robinson had the best 
year of his career, batting .342 with 16 
home runs, 124 runs batted in, and 37 
stolen bases. He scored 122 runs and 
was voted the National League’s Most 
Valuable Player. By that time two other 
black players had joined the Dodgers 
— catcher Roy Campanella, who would 
go on to win three MVP awards and a 
place in the Hall of Fame, and pitcher 
Don Newcombe, a perennial 20-game 
winner. Outfielder Larry Doby had bro- 
ken the color barrier in the American 
League, joining the Cleveland Indians in 
1947, only a few weeks after Robinson’s 
debut in Brooklyn. Later would come 
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other baseball greats from the Negro 
Leagues, including Willie Mays, Hank 
Aaron, Ernie Banks, and Frank Robin- 
son. Eventually, even black players of 
more modest skills played alongside 
white players of similar ability. The Red 
Sox, who showed no interest in Robinson 
and Sam Jethroe in 1945, became the last 
major league team to integrate when they 
added infielder Pumpsie Green to their 
roster in 1959. 

Robinson played 10 years with the 
Dodgers. During that time the team won 
six pennants and the only World Series 
championship in Brooklyn history. He 
retired at the end of the 1956 season 
with a career batting average of .311. He 
had long since abandoned the passive 
role he’d assumed in his first two sea- 
sons and become known as much for his 
fiery competitiveness and his readiness 
to fight back as he was for his extraor- 
dinary skills. At his induction speech at 
the Hall of Fame in Cooperstown, New 
York, in 1962, Robinson expressed his 
gratitude to his mother, to his wife, and 
to Branch Rickey, who, he said, had been 
like a father to him during the trial of 
those early years in his career. 

“T must tell you that it was Mr. Rick- 
ey’s drama and I was only principal 
actor,” he wrote in his autobiography. 
Ten years after his Hall of Fame induc- 
tion, Jackie Robinson was dead at 53, a 
victim of diabetes and heart disease. No 
one could question his heart during his 
decades-long career in the major leagues, 
though some had questioned the savvy 
and even the sanity of Branch Rickey’s 
plan to integrate major league baseball. 
That was finally accomplished, not by a 
court order or an act of Congress, but by 
the remarkable courage of an extraordi- 
narily gifted ballplayer and the wisdom 
and foresight of a baseball entrepreneur 
who was as firm in his belief in fair play 
as he was in his conviction that a free 
market in talent would be a boon to the 
box office in baseball. Branch Rickey’s 
highly motivating belief in human prog- 
ress carried within it a healthy streak of 
pragmatism. Ballplayers, he reasoned 
wisely, would come to appreciate team- 
mates of any color who would help them 
win. As noted earlier, “Ballplayers are 
not adverse to cashing World Series 
checks.” 
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MOVIE REVIEW 


BREAKING BARRIERS 


The movie 42 brings audiences face to face with 
baseball's bigots and discrimination of former times and 


how they were overcome. 


by Jack Kenny 


6 | don’t know who he is and I 


don’t know where he is, but 

he’s coming,” Branch Rickey 
declares in the opening scene of 42, 
the highly acclaimed motion picture 
about Jackie Robinson’s breaking of 
the color barrier in organized baseball 
and the unconventional team owner de- 
termined to break an unwritten rule of 
the game by bringing a Negro player to 
the Brooklyn Dodgers. 

Harrison Ford plays Rickey with an 
engaging, curmudgeonly charm, bril- 
liantly portraying a crusty old baseball 
veteran with a wry sense of humor, 
cheerfully defying the conventional 


wisdom and determined opposition of 
baseball players and executives alike to 
achieve what they “knew” couldn’t be 
done. The film shows the baseball maver- 
ick as both a tough-minded idealist and a 
shrewd businessman, one who insists the 
commandment to “Love thy neighbor” is 
more than a pious platitude to be followed 
according to personal whims or prejudices. 
When standing before the judgment seat 
of God, he angrily warns another baseball 
executive, invoking baseball tradition as 
an excuse for keeping a black man out of 
the game “may not be sufficient!” 

But the baseball maverick is also por- 
trayed as the pragmatist he was, concerned 
about the box office as well as the Bible. 
“There are a lot of black baseball fans in 
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New York,” he explains, and he wants to 
give them a reason to buy tickets to Dodgers 
games at Ebbets Field. “Money isn’t black 
and white, but green,” he reminds a nervous 
team official. “Every dollar is green.” 

Ford’s portrayal of Rickey is so engag- 
ing that it almost overshadows the perfor- 
mance of Chadwick Boseman in the lead 
role — almost, but not quite. Boseman 
brings Robinson to life as the proud and 
extraordinarily gifted athlete who seethes 
inwardly, while silently bearing the most 
ugly and vile racial taunts the bigoted 
mind can imagine. Indeed, many movie- 
goers will no doubt be offended by much 
of the language in this film, including the 
frequent use of the “N” word, an epithet 
that in recent times has aroused indigna- 
tion even when found in a literary clas- 
sic like Mark Twain’s Huckleberry Finn. 
But it would be impossible to accurately 
portray what Robinson endured without 
including that and other racially loaded 
epithets in the dialogue. 

Alan Tudyk is a convincing villain as 
Ben Chapman, the loud and obnoxious 
manager of the Philadelphia Phillies who 
is shown leading the race-baiters in his 
dugout in taunting Robinson unmercifully. 
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SNR ERR eT!” he shouts re- 
peatedly, adding further insult by claim- 
ing the morally upright Robinson has 
been sleeping with his teammates’ wives. 
“You don’t belong here!” he screams at 
Robinson. “Get that through your mon- 
key head!” Having promised Rickey 
he would not retaliate, Robinson stares 
long and hard at Chapman, barely able to 
contain himself. In the runway between 
the dugout and the clubhouse, he vents 
his rage by pounding his bat against the 
wall, shattering it to pieces. 

Lucas Black turns in a strong perfor- 
mance as Pee Wee Reese, the Dodgers 
shortstop and team captain, who refuses 
to be drawn into the efforts of some of 
his teammates to keep Robinson off the 
team. Reese is shown wavering, howev- 
er, when he receives an anonymous let- 
ter warning him against taking the field 
with Robinson when the team comes to 
Cincinnati, just across the river from 
Reese’s native Kentucky. Rickey shows 
him folders full of death threats to 
Robinson, including threats against his 
wife and infant son. On the field, Reese 
throws an arm around Robinson and en- 
gages in a friendly chat in a public show 

of solidarity with a troubled teammate. 
Deflecting the death threats with gallows 
humor, Reese tells Robinson, “Maybe 
we'll all wear 42 [Robinson’s uniform 
number], so they won’t be able to tell us 
apart.” 

Andre Holland plays Wendell Smith, 
one of the lesser-known but important 
figures in the story. A black sportswriter, 
Smith becomes, at Rickey’s behest, Rob- 
inson’s frequent companion, part-time 
chauffeur, and mentor, mixing good-na- 
tured needling with sober advice in help- 
ing the star athlete adjust to the daunt- 
ing task of overcoming the institutional 
racism embedded so deeply in America’s 
“national pastime.” 

Nicole Beharie is charming and grace- 
ful in her portrayal of Jackie’s wife, Ra- 
chel, fusing humor and compassion as 
she provides the moral support her ball- 
playing husband needs in his trials both 
within and away from the ballpark. Chris- 
topher Meloni is altogether convincing as 
the fiery and unsentimental (“Nice guys 
finish last”) Leo Durocher, the Dodg- 
ers manager whose profanity-laced de- 
fense of Robinson’s role on the team is 


that Robinson and other black players to 
come will help the Dodgers win pennants 
and cash World Series checks. 

The film does take some liberties with 
the facts, presenting Durocher’s one-year 
suspension from the game as a conse- 
quence of his adventures in adultery. In 
fact, it was Durocher’s friendship with al- 
leged gamblers, not his womanizing, that 
prompted baseball Commissioner Happy 
Chandler to suspend the controversial 
manager. And according to Robinson’s 
autobiography and other accounts of the 
1947 season, it was St. Louis Cardinal 
players, not the Philadelphia ball club, 
who threatened to strike if the Dodgers 
brought Robinson to their ballpark. 

On the whole, however, screenwriter 
and director Brian Helgeland has present- 
ed a faithful and compelling account of a 
dark side of American history and how it 
was changed by a courageous athlete and a 
determined baseball entrepreneur — with- 
out government intervention. Through 
their efforts, baseball was desegregated 
before public schools, water faucets, rest- 
rooms, or even many churches were in 
some parts of the country. 

One of the most poignant moments 
in the film comes when Rickey explains 
how he had so long been haunted by the 
stigma of racism in the game he had loved 
all his life. 

“You,” he tells Robinson, “you made 
me love baseball again.” 

Robinson’s number 42 has been retired 
by all major and minor league teams and 
is worn by all players for one game each 
year as a tribute to the man whose tal- 
ent and courage paved the way for blacks 
and other racial minorities to bring their 
talents to the game — not in response to 
death threats, as Reese jokingly suggests 
in the movie. The human drama of Rob- 
inson’s story appeals to a wider audience 
than just baseball fans and will no doubt 
make the film a box office, as well as ar- 
tistic, success. But the vivid re-creations 
on screen of Robinson’s batting and field- 
ing skills and the excitement he created 
on the base paths might also inspire fans 
who have drifted away from the game 
to rediscover the joys of baseball. They 
might just find in 42 what Rickey discov- 
ered in Robinson. 

“You, you made me love baseball 
again.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Law and Order 

Reuters reported on March 4 that a Denver, 
Colorado, husband and wife team proved 
to be more than a home intruder could 
handle. Authorities say that the intruder, 
who forced his way into the mountain 
home of a deputy district attorney and her 
police officer husband, was shot dead by 
both the husband and the wife. The shoot- 
ing occurred shortly before midnight. A 
911 call was placed by the wife, who told 
the operator that a man was at her door 
“behaving very erratically.” The strange 
man then forced his way into the home, 
where an altercation ensued and ultimately 
led to shots being fired. A spokeswoman 
for one of the agencies investigating the 
incident told Reuters that both the husband 
and wife fired their guns at the strange in- 
truder. The intruder died on the scene due 
to his injuries. 


Not the Easter Bunny 


Who was it who scaled a wall of a two-story 
house and climbed in through a bathroom 
window on Easter morning? Well, it wasn’t 
the Easter Bunny, with baskets of candy. 
Rather, it was two intruders looking to rob 
some poor victims early on Easter morning. 
The 63-year-old homeowner and Philadel- 
phia native, Lee Heng, was fast asleep when 
he was jarred awake by the sound of his 
14-year-old son screaming. Heng reacted 
immediately. “I jumped out of the bed and 
I grabbed my gun,’ Heng told NBC News. 
Heng also told NBC that you just rely on 
instinct because every second counts in a 
situation like that. “You don’t have time to 
think.... They came like lightning.” 

The spry and physically fit Heng con- 
fronted the armed intruders who had 
scared his young son. The attackers began 
struggling with Heng, and one of the men, 
who was also armed, pistol-whipped Heng 
in the face, but the resilient Heng was still 
able to fire his weapon during the melee. 
The intruders realized they had not picked 
a helpless target and did what criminals 
usually do when facing armed resistance; 
they turned tail and ran away! Both left 
the home through a window that led onto 
a rear roof. One of the suspects collapsed 
on the roof owing to the fatal gunshot 
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wound he received from Heng. Police are 
still searching for the second man. Heng 
told the police that he recognized the sus- 
pects from the neighborhood and that he 
believed they were attempting to rob the 
jewelry store he runs on the first floor of 
his house. Officials say Heng will not be 
charged because in Pennsylvania, a person 
can be found justified to use force against 
someone who has broken into his home 
under the so-called Castle Doctrine that 
was amended in 2011. 


Batter Up 


The ABC affiliate in Washington, D.C., re- 
ported that would-be home invaders armed 
with baseball bats got more than they bar- 
gained for when they targeted a retired po- 
lice officer on Easter Sunday. The retiree 
was home at 10:30 p.m. in Huntington, 
Maryland, when he heard someone bang- 
ing on his front door. Perhaps due to his 
years on the force, the senior citizen wisely 
suspected foul play and retrieved his old 
service revolver. The man opened the door 
to see two men holding baseball bats. The 
attempted home invasion was foiled before 
it could even begin as the homeowner fired 
his weapon as soon as the attackers made 
“aggressive movements” with their baseball 
bats. The retiree’s years of experience at the 
shooting range paid off, as he fatally injured 
one of the attackers and sent the other one 
fleeing for his life. The authorities arrived to 
find the lifeless body of one of the suspects 
outside the home. The investigation is on- 
going, but authorities believe the two men 
decided to target the retiree after performing 
service work at his home. A lieutenant with 
the local sheriff’s office confirmed that the 
homeowner was in fear of losing his life and 
acted “‘in self-defense.” 


“Some Very Bad Choices” 


A sad episode in Northwest Miami-Dade, 
Florida, showed how repeated bad deci- 
sions can end up being deadly. Thirty-one- 
year-old Earnest Holdman had quite an ex- 
tensive rap sheet, littered with burglaries, 
some of which he served hard time for. On 
March 29, Holdman held his last encore 
performance when he attempted to break 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not 


be infringed.” 


into a trailer home by cutting through the 
roof. The homeowner, who had been a 
victim of robberies in the past, was armed 
and fired at Holdman as he attempted to 
enter the trailer. The homeowner was de- 
scribed by neighbors as a kind and friendly 
neighbor who worked as a handyman. One 
neighbor told WSVN.com that the home- 
owner was a “nice guy, good guy. He 
would go to work and to church.” 

Lynn Eason, the sister of the deceased 
suspect, was not at all surprised to hear 
about her brother’s latest and last foray 
into crime. Reflecting on the pathetic, 
short life of a repeat-offending criminal, 
Lynn concluded, “T just think he just made 
some very bad choices.” 


Grandma Gets Badge 


Sandra Mize is a 63-year-old grandmother 
of 10 grandchildren whom neighbors de- 
scribe as “soft-spoken with a great laugh,” 
but it wasn’t her friendly demeanor that 
earned her a badge from the Spokane, 
Washington, police department. The 
Spokesman Review reported on April 4 
that Mize saved herself from a burglar who 
was twice her size and half her age by fir- 
ing a shot at the man and holding him until 
police arrived. 

Mize was asleep in her small home when 
she heard someone literally break through 
her back door, leaving the door in pieces 
on the floor of her home. She immediately 
grabbed the .22-caliber handgun she kept 
by her bedside and went out into her dark 
living room where she saw the shadow of 
a man in her kitchen. She shouted to the 
intruder that she was armed, but the man 
charged at her. Mize told the Spokesman 
Review that the criminal invader “just kept 
coming,” so she “didn’t hesitate to shoot.” 
Mize had every intention of shooting the 
burglar, but the shot missed. Oddly, the 
burglar fell onto a sofa and stopped mov- 
ing. Mize thought she had shot him and 
called the police. The authorities arrived 
and told her to put down her gun. Once she 
placed the gun on a nearby TV stand, the 
intruder sprang up from the sofa and fled 
the home. The man was apprehended by 
the police in the backyard. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Baited With Bogus 
Promises, ObamaCare’s 
Trap Is Being Sprung 
IrEM: The White House website con- 
tinues to promise “quality, affordable 
health care for all Americans,” as Barack 
Obama did over and again when pushing 
what has become widely known as Obam- 
aCare. The law “puts individuals, fami- 
lies and small business owners in control 
of their health care. It reduces premium 
costs for millions of working families and 
small businesses by providing hundreds of 
billions of dollars in tax relief — the larg- 
est middle class tax cut for health care in 
history. It also reduces what families will 
have to pay for health care by capping 
out-of-pocket expenses and requiring pre- 
ventive care to be fully covered without 
any out-of-pocket expense.” 

The White House continues: 


For Americans with insurance cover- 
age who like what they have, they can 
keep it. Nothing in this act or anywhere 
in the bill forces anyone to change the 
insurance they have, period. 

Americans without insurance 
coverage will be able to choose the 
insurance coverage that works best 
for them in a new open, competitive 
insurance market. 


ITEM: Ezra Klein, a supporter of Obama- 
Care who writes for the Washington Post, 
complained in the Post’s “Wonkblog” on 
March 22 that not enough attention is 
being paid to the “popular” features of 
ObamaCare. “Media coverage,” he says, 
“focuses on what’s going wrong rather 
than what’s going right or what hasn’t 
happened yet.” 

In addition, Klein blames “the cease- 
less efforts Republicans have made to at- 
tack the law publicly, impede it procedur- 
ally and defund it legislatively.” 

The popularity of the law will jump in 
2014, he predicts, “when it begins rolling 
out its benefits.” By 2015, writes Klein, “it 
will be insuring tens of millions of people, 
the health-care industry will have adapted 
and many businesses and ordinary Ameri- 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Insurance doesn’t mean access: Most people who tout ObamaCare’s greatness say that there is 
no doubt that more people will have healthcare coverage, but since ObamaCare greatly increases 
the costs of healthcare, there will be less availability of care for patients to access. 


cans will be using the exchanges. At that 
point, no one is going to repeal it.” 
CORRECTION: Few of the assorted prom- 
ises about ObamaCare are being kept, as 
should have been obvious from the begin- 
ning even to mass media commentators or 
other vaguely sentient beings. Premiums 
are rising; total health spending continues 
to jump; coverage is being cut back and 
cancelled; and employment itself is suffer- 
ing from what has already occurred and 
what is around the corner. 

And yet the Obama administration and 
its backers still paint rosy pictures of what 
the massive takeover of the industry will 
bring. If a private company deceived the 
public in such a fashion, it would likely face 
federal prosecution for breach of promise. 

Apologists, such as the Post’s Ezra 
Klein (quoted above), are resorting to 
feeble, misdirected contentions — not 
that the measure itself is outstanding, but 
rather that we are stuck with it. Once mil- 
lions are hooked, advocates expect, those 
who have become dependent won’t want 
to give up their federal crutches. 

A report by the Society of Actuaries re- 
leased in March concluded that insurance 
companies will have to pay an average of 
32 percent more for claims on individual 
health policies under ObamaCare. If you 
want to see who will really bear the ad- 


ditional cost when it is passed along, take 
a look in the nearest mirror. The estimated 
boost in California is about 62 percent; for 
Wisconsin and Ohio, around 80 percent; 
and, in Maryland, around 67 percent. 

The administration tried to muddy the 
waters in its responses to the study. Health 
and Human Services Secretary Kathleen 
Sebelius, in essence, called the results the 
fault of young and healthy people who have 
chosen less expensive, catastrophic cover- 
age. Personal choice is so old-fashioned, 
one gathers. The Associated Press reported 
that Sebelius said “some of what passes for 
health insurance today is so skimpy it can’t 
be compared to the comprehensive cover- 
age available under the law.” 

Meanwhile, the administration is also 
delaying a part of the law; as a result, many 
small businesses will be limited to but one 
option for health insurance. The “key piece” 
of the health law that is being postponed 
by a year would have provided “a choice 
of health plans to their workers,” reported 
NPR. “It is the first admission that the task 
of rolling out the law is too complicated to 
accomplish in the time allowed.” NPR tried 
to put this in the best light, saying that “not 
everyone thinks that’s a bad thing.” 

More than patients are affected. Since 
the new regulations are going to cut reim- 
bursements to doctors, large numbers of 
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physicians say they are considering retir- 
ing early or cutting their hours, accord- 
ing to national surveys. So the law that is 
supposed to make care more “affordable” 
will make it less accessible. (The afford- 
ability claim is another falsehood; the law 
will shift some costs from individuals to 
taxpayers in general.) 

Around the country, comments health- 
care expert John Goodman, president of 
the National Center for Policy Analysis, 
“we are about to greatly expand the de- 
mand for care and do next to nothing about 
supply. As the waiting times grow, health 
care will become less accessible to every- 
one — even rich people.” However, access 
problems will be greater for the elderly 
and disabled on Medicare, the poor on 
Medicaid, and those “with subsidized in- 
surance in the health insurance exchanges. 
These, of course, are the most vulnerable 
populations.” 

In yet another account discussing the 
convoluted requirements of the new law, 
the AP pointed out in early April that mil- 
lions of Americans “who take advantage 
of government subsidies to help buy health 
insurance next year could get stung by sur- 
prise tax bills if they don’t accurately pro- 
ject their income.” 

If you try to apply for coverage under 
one of the new “exchanges,” you will have 
to work your way through 61 pages of in- 
structions. As MarketWatch observed, that 
is nearly six times longer than the instruc- 
tions that immigrants face to get a green- 
card application. 

If you estimate incorrectly about next 
year’s income — perhaps because you or 
your spouse get a pay raise — you could 
be forced to remit some of the subsidy. 
“The application runs 15 pages for a three- 
person family,” says the Associated Press, 
“but nowhere does it warn people that they 
may have to repay part of the subsidy if 
their income increases.” Oh yes, if you err, 
you could face perjury charges as well. 
(The subsidies, as it happens, don’t go to 
individuals directly, but to the insurance 
companies.) 

What is in this prying document? Scott 
Gottlieb has plenty of details in Forbes. 
Some highlights: 
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AIR TE QU Tre 
TS cnc pcan ce 


Most families of four will have to 
answer about 1,000 discrete queries 
by the time they’re done. Some of the 
information you won’t have ready ac- 
cess to. Obamacare is a triumph of 
bureaucratic zeal. Now it has the pa- 
perwork to match its ambitions.... 

A lot of the information is person- 
al: Is anyone in your house pregnant? 
Was anyone ever in foster care? Does 
anyone have a disability or need help 
with his or her activities of daily liv- 
ing. The feds want to know whether 
you might be eligible for state-based 
Medicaid programs rather than the 
Obamacare exchanges. 

A battery of questions deals with 
estimating your income and that of 
your spouse. How many hours do you 
work each week? How much money 
do you get from self-employment or a 
one-time windfall from capital gains 
or inheritance? How much do you get 
from “farming or fishing income?” 


Gottlieb continues: 


You’ll need a lot of information about 
your employer and any health plan 
they might offer. What is their EIN 


number? What is the name, number, 
and e-mail address for the person 
who handles health coverage at your 
place of work? You’ll also need the 
“name of the lowest cost self-only 
health plan” offered at your spouse’s 
workplace. But be careful here. “Only 
include plans that meet the minimum 
value standard set by the Affordable 
Care Act” (whatever that means). 

Finished yet? Not even close. 
You’re only on page 37. 


Worried you might make a mistake and 
face prosecution? As always, one govern- 
ment intrusion begets another. There will 
be government employees to help you with 
the problems caused by the government 
program. There is even a new name for 
these support staffers. These paperwork 
wizards will be called Navigators — an 
Orwellian handle for guidance counselors 
of the bureaucratic morass. Those in the 
insurance industry are already anticipat- 
ing a crush of last-minute applicants as 
the calendar turns to 2014. As one told 
MarketWatch: “Our fear is that people are 
going to put it off till New Year’s Eve, and 
by then the sites will be overloaded and 
Navigators will be overloaded.” 
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What of your healthcare plan? Remem- 
ber how often Barack Obama promised if 
you wanted it, you could keep it? Now 
the fine print is being trotted out by the 
administration that also vowed to be so 
transparent. You didn’t think the govern- 
ment would really let you do what you 
wanted, did you? A new study finds — 
surprising only the gullible — that some 
98 percent of the health plans investigated 
don’t meet government standards. 

All the better the inveigle you with a 
government-run system, my dear. The 
study, compiled by California healthcare- 
consulting firm HealthPocket, covered in- 
dividual plans (not employer-based ones); 
however, as was noted in Forbes, even 
state and federal benefit packages didn’t 
meet the new ObamaCare requirements. 

The study of 11,000 plans, wrote Mi- 
chael Tanner in National Review Online, 
found that 


less than 2 percent of existing plans 
are in compliance with the law’s 
benefit requirements. While current 
plans are technically grandfathered 
in, allowing people to keep them for 
now, any change in the plans requires 
that their coverage be brought into 
full compliance, even if that means 
more expensive plans that include 
new and unnecessary benefits. 

Moreover, because non-compli- 
ant plans cannot enroll new mem- 
bers, most of the existing plans 
will eventually disappear, requiring 
even those members who have been 
grandfathered in to switch plans 
eventually. 

The same applies to many busi- 
ness plans, especially for employers 
in the “small group” market.... At the 
same time, the CBO has raised, from 
4 million Americans to 7 million, its 
estimate of the number of workers 
who will be dumped from their em- 
ployers’ health plans and forced into 
the exchanges. 


If you weren’t feeling well before Obama- 


Care, it is bound to make you sick to your 
stomach very soon. Even the govern- 
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The numbers don’t add up: ObamaCare is supposed to be beneficial to the poor, but because 
companies with more than 50 full-time employees fall under requirements of the law, businesses 
are cutting back hours and numbers of employees. How does that not hurt? 


ment’s own projections don’t bode well. 
The Government Accountability Office 
has forecast a $1.4 trillion increase to 
the National Debt with the imposition of 
ObamaCare over 10 years. 

The Congressional Budget Office has 
estimated that 800,000 jobs will be killed 
because businesses won’t be able to afford 
the new program. (Companies with more 
than 50 employees are subject to the new 
law, so many retail employers are capping 
employment at 49, says the Wall Street 
Journal. Another unintended consequence 
of government’s “help” is that full-time 
workers are being cut to part-timers so 
employers can avoid the mandate.) 

The CBO also foresees as many as 20 
million Americans being forced from the 
coverage now provided by employers into 
state exchanges or Medicaid. 

The CBO was actually used by the 
White House to pretend that the huge new 
entitlement will reduce the budget defi- 
cit. Daniel Kessler, a professor of busi- 
ness and law at Stanford and a senior fel- 
low at the Hoover Institution, tore apart 
this claim and a number of others in a 
piece in the Wall Street Journal in Janu- 
ary. The CBO’s positive budget score, 
he explained, turns on the fact that the 
revenues would rise with the costs. What 


was the “single largest source” of these 
revenues? Professor Kessler answered: 


Money taken from Medicare in the 
form of lower Medicare payment rates, 
mostly in the law’s out-years. Since 
the law’s passage, however, Congress 
and the president have undone various 
scheduled Medicare cuts — including 
some prescribed by the law itself. 

Put aside the absurdity that savings 
from Medicare — the country’s larg- 
est unfunded liability — can be used 
to finance a new entitlement. The ar- 
gument that health reform decreases 
the deficit is even worse. It depends 
on Congress and the president not 
only imposing Medicare cuts that 
they have proven unwilling to make 
but also imposing cuts that they have 
already specifically undone. 


Before long, we expect there will be 
another figurative knock on your door. 
Those who made earlier assurances will 
undoubtedly be back making excuses 
why things didn’t turn out as promised, 
armed with a new stack of blandishments. 
Perhaps the federal Navigators will start 
making house calls. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !.\5 WORD 


BY THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


Fashioning a Prison of Twisted Words 


sometimes played a = “a The redefinition of words is 
game with my three your | brown where the dumbing down of our 
daughters when they \ Se society really begins, and where 
were toddlers. I’'d ask them P [ eyes the most powerful kind of lies 
about a random fact, such ne ff: a> are told to the American people. 
as, “What color are your BS les American popular culture 
eyes?” They’d reply “hazel” 5 Tt. F) &.| a —— generates plenty of examples 
or “brown.” ; i) 2 hat | green where the meaning of words 
Then Id tell them, “I think A} * 2 pals = a is changed to make politically 
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eyes are brown? You can’t 

see your own eyes, but I can see your eyes with mine,” I would 
tell them with an obvious smirk. “Shouldn’t you take my word 
for it?” 

While my older two would playfully contradict me, my 
youngest would earnestly employ solid logic such as: “I can see 
my eyes in the mirror.” 

Just at the point they showed the slightest irritation at the 
game (it had to stay fun), ’d appear to agree with them, and 
then twist it back: ““You’re right. You’re right that you believe 
your eyes are brown. But I now believe they are green. And your 
opinion is no more valuable than mine, right? Can you agree that 
my view that they are green is just as important as your belief 
they are brown?” 

By that point, they’d had enough. “No,” they’d always reply 
with a hint of anger, “they’re brown!” 

“Of course you’re right,” I replied, finishing the game. “Your 
eyes are brown. And don’t ever let anyone tell you otherwise.” 

The lesson taught them two essential things: There is an 
absolute truth, and words have specific, fixed meanings. This 
isn’t to say that words can’t acquire new meanings over time. 
But the whole point of using words is to convey a fixed and 
unchanging meaning. 

Few Americans would deny that speaking the truth is an im- 
portant virtue. Yet we rarely think about the assumption behind 
the statement “speak the truth.” And that is: In order to be able to 
even speak of a concept such as “truth,” words must have fixed 
and objective meaning. If words mean only what we want them 
to mean, or if we can change their meanings at whim through 
opinion or point of view, then it’s impossible to even discuss a 
phrase such as “speak the truth.” 

All higher learning is based upon fixed and specific meaning 
in words. What good would mathematical calculations be if “3” 
could mean “4” — or, for that matter, “orange” or “Thursday’’? 
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U.S. Supreme Court is consid- 
ering doing the same thing nationwide. 
¢ George W. Bush and his handlers claimed the United States 
was at “war” with a tactic, terrorism, rather than a nation. 

War to many people these days simply means “I’m angry.” 
Bugs Bunny used to say, “Of course, you realize this means 
war,’ whenever he got angry with an adversary, such as Marvin 
the Martian or Yosemite Sam. And the American citizenry has 
adopted this comic strip worldview. We now have wars against 
terrorism, crime, drugs, and poverty. None of these are real wars, 
of course. Politicians just declare a “war” when they want to 
appear to be serious about solving a problem. 

Likewise, the civil discourse about marriage has taken on a 
similar comic strip worldview where many people assert that 
two very obviously dissimilar things (same-sex couplings and 
heterosexual couplings) are the same. It’s a bit like the silly 
childhood game where a person would argue that a window is a 
door — but without the risible satire. 

Only a blockhead can unlearn the dictionary. But this is, in- 
creasingly, what many Americans have done on marriage, war, 
sexual relations — and even what constitutes “human life.” 
Words liberate, but only if they have fixed meanings. Otherwise, 
men are doomed to a prison of their own minds. The purpose 
of having a written Constitution is to bind government down 
with a fixed meaning, not to have clear English language “re- 
interpreted” into oblivion by politicians or judges (or do I repeat 
myself?) who have an ax to grind against a particular clause of 
the Constitution. Politicians claim that the U.S. Constitution is 
a “living document.” But when a politician says the Constitu- 
tion is a “living document,” he invariably means it should be a 
“dead letter.” If the American people truly need an “interpreter” 
to read the simple English sentences of the U.S. Constitution, 
this nation has ceased to be a nation of adults. And the prison 
of our minds will soon be replaced with a prison of iron bars. Hl 
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